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The Codification of the Criminal Law. 


THE LORD CHANCELLOR has introduced in the House of Lords 
a Bill for the codification of the criminal law, and has thus 
revived a project which has been in abeyance for some twenty- 
five years. The Bill itself is not yet issued, and from the report 
of the Lord Chancellor’s speech it would seem that the present 
measure is confined to the codification of the law of perjury. 
The most important improvement in the form of the criminal 
law yet effected is contained in the consolidating statutes of 1861, 
the chief being the Larceny Act, the Malicious Damage Act, the 
Forgery Act, and the Offences Against the Person Act. These 
were based on the reports of the Statute Law Commissioners of 
1833 and 1849. In the succeeding decade Sir JAMES STEPHEN 
undertook the task of preparing a code of criminal law and pro- 
cedure, and a Bill representing his draft was introduced by Sir 
JOHN HOLKER, as Attorney-General, in 1878. After being read 
a second time, it was withdrawn, and was referred to a Royal 
Commission, consisting of BLACKBURN, LusH, and Barry, JuJ., 
and Sir JAMES STEPHEN? The Bill, as revised by the Commis- 
sion, was reintroduced in 1879 and 1880, and on ‘the latter occa- 
sion was referred to a Select Committee, but further proceedings 
on it were stopped by the dissolution of Parliament. The part 
relating to procedure was introduced as a separate Bill in 1883 
by Sir Henry James, then Attorney-General. It was read a second 
time and was the first Bill referred to the new Standing Com- 
mittee on Law. Here it met with considerable opposition, and 
after a few sittings it was abandoned. The failure of the 
measure, says Sir CoURTENAY ILBERT, gave a check to the 
cause of codification in England. “ It confirmed the indisposition 
of Parliament to take codifying measures on trust, even 
when backed by the highest legal authorities. And it con- 
firmed the doubt of experts whether the kind of codification 
which had been found suitable for India would also suffice for 
England” (Legislative Methods and Forms, p. 128). Until the 
present Bill has been issued it is not possible to ascertain the 
exact nature of Lord LOREBURN’Ss attempt to revive the former 
scheme. Any improvement in the form of the statute law is to 
be welcomed, and a Bill which on any given subject replaces 
numerous statutes by a single statute—that is, a consolidating 
Bill—deserves every support. But the final expression of the 
law in the form of a code is a matter upon which difference of 
opinion exists, and in each case where this course is proposed it 
has to be considered whether the law is in such a state as to 
admit of the check thus given to further development. 
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Fashions in Wills. 

THERE ARE fashions in wills as well as in other matters. 
For a great many years a testator was accustomed to set out by 
declaring the soundness of his understanding: SHAKESPEARE in 
his will affirmed that he was “in perfect health and memory,” 
and he has had innumerable followers in this respect ; but this 
matter nowadays is left to be determined by other evidence, includ- 
ing the contents of the will. The testator then proceeded to dispose 
of his body, usually to the earth, “ whereof it is made,” accurding 
to SHAKESPEARE'S will. This bequest in these days of cremation 
might prove inconvenient, if were it not that, as Kay,J., decided 
in Williams v. Williams (20 Ch. D. 659, at p. 665), aman cannot 
by will dispose of his dead body. Nevertheless, we are informed 
in Williams on Executors (vol. 1, 10th ed., p. 736) that “if the 
deceased has left directions as to the disposal of his body, it is 
the duty of his personal representative to give effect to his 
wishes.” Yet, except when a testator desires to be cremated, the 
modern will contains no reference to the disposal of his body. 
There sometimes followed directions as to the funeral, not usually 
in the modern form of restriction on outlay and request for sim- 
plicity, but rather on the model of the £2,811 1s. 24d. which 
in Bissett v. Antrobus (4 Sim. 512) SHADWELL, V.C., declined 
toallow for the funeral expenses of adeceased nobleman. Then 
there were usually given legacies for the purchase of mourning 
rings by or for relations and friends. These legacies frequently 
amounted to aconsiderable sum ; in Paice v. Archbishop of Canter- 
bury (14 Ves. 364) Lord ELDON allowed £93 12s, 6d. for them. 
Many of our readers may remember seeing the hands of old 
gentlemen decorated with diamond mourning rings which had 
been bequeathed to them; but, judging from our experience 
and information, we imagine that this kind of legacy has nearly 
died out. This cannot be said to be the case with legacies for 
providing mourning for members of the testator’s family and his 
servants—*‘a suit of mourning at the discretion of my executors ” 
is still occasionally given. The quaintest variation from the 
modern dry and terse mode of bequeathing legacies which we can 
recall is one we remember to have seen in an old will. The 
testator gave each legacy to a relative “ with my best love” ; but 
doubtless from motives of propriety, gave legacies to lady, 
friends “‘with my kindest wishes.” Turning to the general 
form of the will, what solicitor or testator fifty years ago would 
have dreamt of a paragraphed will, yet nowadays a large 
proportion of wills are prepared in this form, with great advantage 


— ——— 


bankruptcy, have carried the legal estate to the trustee in 
bankruptcy. Similarly, where a trustee is under liability with 
respect to the trust property, he is entitled to a lien on the 
property so far as is necessary for his indemnificetion, and the 
existence of the lien carries the legal estate to his trustee in 
bankruptcy. It was held in Re Exhall Coal Co. (35 Beay. 449) 
that the right of the trustee to be indemnified out of the 
property was the first charge thereon, and it ranked consequently 
before charges created by the cestui que trust. In the present 
case the trustee of leaseholds was subject to liability for arrears 
of rent and on the covenant to repair. He became bankrupt, 
but in the year following the bankruptcy the trustee in the 
bankruptcy reassigned the leaseholds to him and he obtained his 
discharge. Subsequently an action was brought against him forthe 
arrears of rent and damages for breach of the covenant to repair. 
If the leaseholds did not pass to the trustee in bankruptcy, the 
liability, which had accrued prior to the bankruptcy, was dis 
charged by the bankruptcy. If, however, the leaseholds passed to 
the trustee in bankruptcy, then a new title vested in the 
bankrupt on the reassignment to him, and he was liable as being 
assignee at the date when the action was brought. The Court 
of Appeal held that his lien on the property by way of indem- 
nity gave him a beneficial interest, so that the property passed 
to his trustee in bankruptcy, and the new title which he 
obtained on the reassignment made him liable in the action. 
It seems to follow that in all cases of leaseholds held on trust, 
where the trustee is under substantial liability, the legal estate 
passes on his bankruptey to the trustee in bankruptcy. 


Infant Members of Corporation. 

IN THE case of Re The Royal Naval School (Times, March 23rd), 
before Eve, J., the question was discussed as to whether an 
infant can priméi facie be a member of a corporation. The 
particular corporation before the court was the Royal 
Naval School, which had been established by an Act of Parlia- 
ment in 1840. The infant who claimed the right to be a 
corporator in the present case was a pupil in the school. Evr, 
J., said the question resembled that raised in hex v. Carter 
(1 Cowp. 220), which was decided in 1774, and that in the 
present case, as in that case, the question was one of construction. 
It was accordingly held that, as a matter of construction of the 
Act, infants were not intended to be members of the corporation. 
The Act itself gave no indication in terms one way or the other, 





in providing clearness and readiness of reference. We have 
often wondered who was the hardy draftsman who first adupted | 
this course. 


but the Legislature could scarcely have intended that a pupil in 
the school should become one of the governing body, which 
might have been the result of holding an infant eligible for 


|membership. This certainly seems a reasonable construction to 


Vesting of Trust Property on Bankruptcy. 


AN INTERESTING discussion of the effect of the bankruptcy of 
a trustee of leaseholds on the legal estate in the property is 
contained in the judgments of the Court of Appeal in S/. Thomas's | 
Hospital v. Richardson (1910, 1 K. B. 271). Ordinarily a trustee 
has no beneficial interest in the trust property, and in the event 
of his bankruptcy there is no reason why his estate should vest 
with the rest of his property in his trustee in bankruptcy ; and 
accordingly section 44 of the Bankruptcy Act, 1883, in defining 
the property of the bankrupt divisible among his creditors, 
which is referred to in the Act as the property of the 
bankrupt, and which under section 54 vests in the trustee 
in bankruptcy, expressly excludes “property held by the 
bankrupt on trust for any other person.” But, for this 
exception to apply, the trustee must be a trustee without 
beneficial interest. If he has beneficial rights in the property, 
then the creditors are entitled to them, and since this beneficial 
interest passes, the legal estate passes with it. This was pointed 
out by JESSEL, M.R., in Morgan v. Swansea Urban Authority 
(9 Ch. D., p. 585) in discussing the meaning of the term “ bare 
trustee” in section 48 (since repealed) of the Land Transfer Act, 
1875: “Under the Bankruptcy Act, where a trustee has no 
beneficial interest, the legal estate does not pass; but where he 
has, it does pass.” That was a case of an unpaid vendor who 
was a trustee for the purchaser, but with a lien for the pur- 
chase money; and the existence of this lien prevented 





his being a bare trustee, and would, in the event of his 





place on this particular statute, but the learned judge appears to 
have beet of opinion that infants are primi facie, and as a 
general rule, unable to become members of a corporation. 
In Grant on Corporations, published in 1850, it is said (p. 6): 
“So in general infants cannot be corporators; but in certain 
cases, i¢., by devolution or devise, they may become members 
of railway and other trading joint-stock companies constituted 
by Act of Parliament.” This seems unnecessarily restrictive 
There are both statutes and decisions which favour the view 
that, apart from questions of construing particular statutes or 
charters, an infant is under no general disability with respect to 
being a member of a corporation ; that, in fact, a corporation 
aggregate might legally consist of infants only. ‘T'wo statutes 
may be referred to—the Companies Clauses Consolidation Act, 
1845, and the Gas Works Clauses Act, 1871 (34 & 35 Vict. c. 41). 
By section 79 of the former Act “ if any shareholder 
be a minor, he may vote by his guardian or any one of his 
guardians.” By section 7 of the latter Act, “If any money be 
payable to a shareholder being a minor, idiot or 
lunatic, the receipt of his or her respective guardian or com- 
mittee shall be a sufficient discharge.” The Companies 
(Consolidation) Act, 1908, has no such direct references, 
apparently, to infants, thcugh articles of association sometimes 
provide that no transfer shall be made to an infant, but the case 
law on the subject carries the competency of infants to be 
members of registered companies far beyond mere instances 
of devolution and devise. In Re Lazon & Co, (1892, 3 Ch, 
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31, 555) the validity of a registration and incorporation was 
attacked on the ground that one of the seven signatories of 
the memorandum of association was an infant. The regis- 
tration, however, was held by VAUGHAN WILLIAMS, J. (as 
he then was), to be valid, and the company to be duly incor- 
porated. A stronger case of the general competency of an infant 
to be a member of a corporation could hardly occur, for the 
memorandum is the foundation of the corporate existence of 
the company. 


The Law Relating to Coroners and Coroners’ 
Inquests. 


THE SECOND report of the Departmental Committee appointed 
to inquire into the law relating to coroners and coroners’ inquests, 
and into the practice in coroners’ courts, has just made its appear- 
ance. ‘‘Crowners’ quest law” was of interest in the days of 
SHAKESPEARE, but is not well suited to the changed conditions of 
modern life. The commissioners are, however, astonished at the 
good work done by coroners with out-of-date and imperfect 
machinery. They suggest amendments in many details, some 
of which would require direct legislation, but the greater number 
could be carried into effect by an enactment giving to some 
central authority a general power to make rules of practice and 
procedure. Space does not allow us to refer to the whole of 
these recommendations, but several of them are of particular 
interest. The commissioners are convinced of the advantage of 
an inquest in the case of accidental fires, thinking that the 
system established by the Act of 1888 has worked well in the 
City of London, and they are of opinion that the benefit of this 
system ought to be extended to the country at large. The fact 
that a public inquiry may be held has a deterrent effect on 
incendiarism, and if an incendiary fire takes place, an inquest 
provides additional machinery for detecting and punishing the 
crime. They are also of opinion that a coroner should be 
authorized, without holding an inquest, to order and pay for a 
post-mortem examination in cases of sudden death where the 
cause is unknown, and there is no reason to suspect that the 
death is unnatural or violent ; an inquest in such cases is always a 
painful ordeal for the friends and relatives of the deceased, and 
further inquiry may reasonably be regarded as unnecessary. A 
number of recommendations are made with regard to juries and 
their verdicts, and we are glad to see that it is proposed that 
there should be a uniform scale of payment for jurors. It is 
further proposed that coroners should have a wider discretion as 
to the costs of medical witnesses. The committee think that all 
coroners should in future be paid by salary, instead of by fees, and 
that there ought to be an age limit at which retirement is com- 
pulsory. They also attach special importance to the appvint- 
ment of acentral authority, with power to make rules regulating 
the practice of corcners’ courts. 


Married Women’s Property. 


THE OBJECT of the Married Women’s Property Bill, brought 
in by Sir CHARLES MCLAREN, is the amendment of the law 
relating to the succession to property, and to the earnings and 
property of married women. The first two clauses deal with the 
existing right of an English husband to dispose of the whole of 
his property by will to the exclusion of his wife. This liberty 
of disposition, which does not exist in Scotland, the principal 
nations of the continent, and many of the States of the American 
Republic, has encountered much criticism, and it may seem to 
many persons that it cannot easily be defended. But when we 
turn to the language of the clauses by which the change in the 
law is to be effected, several questions present themselves. By 
clause 1, notwithstanding anything in the Dower Act, 1833, or 
any rule of law to the contrary, a widow shall be entitled to 
dower out of any property, real or personal, in which her husband 
had at the time of his death any interest, whether wholly legal 
or wholly equitable . . . (2) Such dower shall amount, when 
no child or children, or children of any child or children of the 
marriage survive, to one-half of the whole estate of tbe husband, 
and when any child or children, or any children of any such child 
or children shall be surviving, to one-third of the whole estate of 
the husband. Any property to which she may be entitled on the 





death of the husband comprised in any settlement, and contri- 
buted by the husband, shall, for the purpose of ascertaining the 
wife’s succession under the section, be brought into hotchpot and 
calculated as part of her share of the husband’s estate. The wife 
may have large property settled for her benefit, and no part of 
which is contributed by the husband, or she may be in the 
receipt of large earnings from the exercise of a profession. The 
whole estate of a husband may be relatively small. Is half of 
this exiguous estate in all cases to go to the wife? The clauses 
appear to be founded upon the jus relicte of the Scotch law. 
We believe, however, that this jus relicte may be excluded by 
discharge or satisfaction, as by provision in the contract of 
marriage. The Bill appears to exclude these limitations. A 
change in our law may be salutary, but it requires the most 
careful consideration. 


Notice to Pay Off Mortgage. 


A CORRESPONDENT, whose letter we print elsewhere, takes us 
to task for our suggestion that a mortgagor, paying off the mort- 
gage money within the three months fixed by the mortgagee’s 
notice, must pay interest up to the end of the three months. 
Fortunately we did not commit ourselves to a positive state- 
ment, for there appears to be no authority on the point, and we 
are not aware that it is governed by any rule of practice. As 
our correspondent points out, the case of a mortgagor coming 
forward with his money before the three months is not a usual 
one, and probably no rule of practice exists. The fundamental 
rule affecting interest is that it runs until there is a tender of 
the proper amount at the proper time. ‘The mortgagor can fix 
a proper time by giving six months’ notice. If he pays at the 
end of the notice he pays interest to that date. If he pays 
before he must pay interest for the rest of the six months. If 
the mortgagee has taken steps to realize his security, or has 
merely demanded payment, any time after this is proper for 
tender, and he must accept the mortgage money, if ten- 
dered, with interest to date. Is a demand for payment 
three months hence within this rule so as to make a tender 
within that period a tender at a proper time? On the one hand, 
the mortgagee has made no demand for immediate payment, nor 
has he taken any actual step to realize his security. On the 
other hand, he has taken a step essential to enable him to realize 
his security by the exercise of the power of sale, and it may be 
said that the mortgagor is forced into a hazardous position if he 
is bound to wait the three months, and only pay just when the 
power of sale becomes exerciseable. And there is weight in our 
correspondent’s contention that the notice, though fixing a date 
three months hence, is in effect a continuing demand of payment 
through that period. Upon the whole we are inclined, on further 
consideration, to think that our correspondent is right in his 
view. 

The Late Lord Cranbrook. 

THE MEMOIR, just published, of GAyHORNE HARpy, first Earl 
of CRANBROOK, edited by his son, the Hon. A. E. HArpy, is 
mainly occupied by incidents in the political career of the 
deceased statesman. Mr. GATHORNE HARDY was, however, 
intimately connected with the law and lawyers. His grand- 
father was a successful solicitor at Bradford, who founded the 
family fortunes by his purchase of the Lowmoor Iron Works 
in 1789; and his father, at first a provincial barrister, was 
afterwards Recorder of Leeds and Judge of the Duchy of 
Lancaster Court at Pontefract. GATHORNE Harpy was called 
to the bar in 1839 ; joined the Northern Circuit, and had a large 
sessions and Parliamentary practice. He went circuit and 
frequented the courts till 1855, when, having failed for the 
second time in an application for a silk gown, and having 
inherited a large fortune on the death of his father, he made up 
his mind to retire from the profession and to devote himself to 
a Parliamentary career. Mr. A. E. Harpy tells us that at this 
period his father was in the enjoyment of a professional income 
of £5,000 a year, and it can hardly be doubted that an appli- 
cation from so successful a practitioner would have had better 
success at the present day. There is no room in the book for 
professional reminiscences. One or two of the stories of judges 
we seem to have heard before, but we were amused by reading 
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that the father of Lord CRANBROOK was a pupil of TIpDD, and that 
among his fellow pupils was CopLEy, afterwards Lord LyNp- 
HURST, who is said to have been an indefatigable copier of 
precedents—a labour scarcely suited, one would think, to the 
rapid and commanding intellect of the distinguished Lord 
Chancellor. 

Indemnifying Bail. 

IT HAS recently been held by the Court of Criminal Appeal 
that it is a criminal offence for two or more persons to enter into 
an agreement to indemnify one who is bail for an accused person : 
Rex v. Porter (1910, 1 K. B. 369). This appears to be the first 
time that indemnity for bail given by several persons has been 
held to constitute a criminal offence. In this particular case 
the offence charged was conspiracy, the gist of the offence 
being the agreement to indemnify the bail. It can hardly be 
doubted that it would now be held equally to be a criminal 
offence for a single person to indemnify bail against his 
liability. The contrary was indeed decided by the Recorder 
of London in 1902 (see Hex v. Stockwell, 66 J. P. 376), but 
this was founded on an opinion expressed by MArtTIN, B., in 
Reg. v. Broome (1851, 18 L. T. O. S. 19), and this opinion 
was disapproved of in /’ex v. Porter. That a contract to indem- 
nify a bail against his liability is illegal has been decided more 
than once, and it matters not whether the indemnity is given by 
the accused person himself or by a third person: see Herman v. 
Seuchner (15 Q. B. D. 561), Consolidated Exploration Co. v. Musgrave 
(1900, 1 Ch. 37). The Court of Appeal also decided in Herman 
v. Jeuchner (supra) that any money paid to the bail could not be 
recovered back, even though the bail’s liability resulted in no loss 
to him. In Consoli/ated Exploration Co. v. Musgrave (supra) the 
accused absconded and bail was estreated ; NorTH, J., held that 
shares transferred to the bail in connection with the indemnity 
given him could be recovered back by the owner of the shares, 
who was no party to the illegality. 


The Divorce Commission. 

THE EVIDENCE given last week before the Divorce Commis- 
sion by the President of the Law Society and Mr. ENGLISH 
Harrison, K.C., emphasized the divergent views which prevail 
as to the appropriate tribunal for giving cheaper divorce. Mr. 
WINTERBOTHAM spoke for the Law Society, and Mr. ENGLISH 
for the Bar Council, and neither witness was authorized to 
express any opinion on the general policy of the law with regard 
to divorce ; but the former advocated the extension of the juris- 
diction in divorce to the county courts, subject to « limit on the 
amount of damages recoverable, and on the means of the parties ; 
and the latter advocated the trial of divorce causes on circuit by 
a judge of the High Court, with or without a jury. The former 
view is in accordance with the opinion which seems widely to 
prevail among solicitors, that it is better to adopt the facilities 
afforded by the county court than to add to the work of the 
assize courts, an opinion which may be thought to indicate the 
county court as the provincial court of the future. The view 
put forward on behalf of the Bar Council favours, perhaps 
naturally, the confining of the jurisdiction to the High Court, 
with the exclusive right of audience for the bar. 


An Ordinance Against Hatpins. 

SUMPTUARY laws intended to restrain the extravagance of 
female apparel were enacted in ancient Rome, and we read that 
they encountered strenuous resistance from the Roman women. 
We now read that, by a vote of sixty-eight against two, the cor- 
poration of Chicago has approved of a bye-law according to which 
“‘no person while in a public street . or other public place 
shall wear any hatpin the exposed point whereof shall protrude 
more than half of an inch beyond the crown of the hat in or upon 
or through which such pin is worn.” We must confess that we 
have more confidence in changes of fashion than in direct legisla- 
tive action with regard to dangerous hatpins. A penal enact- 
ment affecting an article of dress must always be difficult to 
enforce, and any attempt to enforce it is calculated to excite 
the strongest irritation. We cannot, however, admit that it is 
any argument in favour of these hatpins that they are often 
used as weapons of defence. . 








The Conversion of Friendly Societies 
into Companies. 


Two cases have recently been decided on the question of the 
conversion of a friendly society into a limited company, and the 
result appears to be that, while a friendly society cannot properly 
make use of the operation of conversion in order to obtain a 
substantial change in the scope of its business, yet if it succeeds 
in doing so, and obtains a certificate of incorporation, the matter 
cannot afterwards be questioned. 

The power for a friendly society to effect this change is con- 
tained in section 71 of the Friendly Societies Act, 1896, which 
provides that a registered society may by special resolution 
determine to convert itself into a company under the Companies 
Acts, 1862 to 1890—now the Companies (Consolidation) Act, 
1908. If the special resolution contains the particulars required 
by the statute to be contained in a memorandum of association, 
and a copy has been registered at the central registry 
office, a copy of the resolution under the seal or stamp 
of that office is to have the same effect as a memorandum 
of association duly signed and attested. Upon the society 
being registered as a company the registry of the society under 
the Friendly Societies. Act forthwith becomes void ; but 
the registration of a society as a company is not to affect any 
right or claim existing against the society, and, for the purpose 
of enforcing any such right or claim, the society may be sued in 
the same manner as if it had not been registered as a company. 
Consequently, the object of the section is to give a friendly 
society perfect freedom as to converting itself into a company, 
while at the same time securing that the conversion shall not 
prejudice the enforcement of existing claims against the society. 
The special resolution which is required to effect the conversion 
is defined in section 74. It must be passed by a majority of not 
less than three-fourths of such members entitled to vote as are 
present in person or by proxy (where the rules allow proxies) at 
a general meeting called by a notice specifying the intention to 
propose the resolution, and confirmed by a majority at a subse 
quent general meeting. 

The peculiarity of this facility for conversion of a friendly 
society into a company lies in the fact that primd facie it is possible 
to alter in the process the scope of the society’s objects, and this 
was attempted, though without success, in Blythe v. Birtley (1910, 
1 Ch. 228), the first of the two cases referred toabove. Section’ 
of the Act of 1896 defines the objects for which friendly societies 
may be established —namely, the relief or maintenance of members 
and their relations during sickness or other infirmity, in old age, 
or in widewhood, and other similar objects, and also the insur- 
ance against fire of the tools or implements of trade of members 
up to £15. But in the case of a company there is no such limita- 
tion of objects, and unless some restriction were placed upon the 
operation of conversion, a friendly society could embody in the 
special resolution completely different objects, and then start life 
as a company under the memorandum of association constituted 
by the resolution. Thus, in the case just mentioned, the Royal 
Co-operative Friendly Society was a registered society with its 
chief offices at Birmingham. Its objects, as defined by the rules, 
were to raise funds for purposes of the nature specified in the 
statute. But under the special resolution for conversion into a 
company it was proposed to change it into a limited company, 
one of the objects of which was to carry on life assurance busi- 
ness in all its branches, and also all kinds of insurance business 
except employers’ liability insurance. The company was to have 
a capital of £100,000 in £1 shares, but the shares and share- 
holders were to be distinct from the members of the society, who 
were to be special members with limited rights and a nominal 
liability of 1d. 

Both Joyce, J., however, and the Court of Appeal held that 
the machinery of conversion could not be made use of to effect a 
substantial enlargement of the powers of the society. “It is the 
duty of the court,” said Cozens-Harpy, M.R., “and it is the 
habit of the court, to control and confine bodies of this nature, 
whether companies or quasi-corporations, strictly within the 
objects prescribed for them by statute, and I cannot bring myself 
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to doubt that what has been attempted here is unauthorized by | 
the Act, is plainly contrary to the scheme and policy of the Act, 
and must be restrained by injunction.” And he pointed out that 
the special resolution required by section 71 was simply a matter 
of machinery for effecting the conversion from a friendly society 
toa company. In was not an incident of this conversion that 
the objects of the society should be changed. While, indeed, it 
remains a society, it can, by a change of its rules, alter its 
objects so as to embrace others authorized by the Friendly 
Societies Act. When it has become a company, it can alter its 
memorandum like any other company, but this must be done 
with the sanction of the court and subject to the requirements of 
section 9 of the Companies Act, 1908. But BucKLey, L.J., 
repudiated the notion that in passing from one statute to another 
there was a moment of time when the society was governed by 
neither, and consequently could alter its objects at pleasure. 
“Until,” he said, “ they are registered under the Companies Acts 
they are a society under the Friendly Societies Act, and have no 
power to do it "—that is, to enlarge their objects indefinitely — 
“under the Friendly Societies Act. If and when they become 
registered under the Companies Act they can enlarge their 
objects, but they must come to the court and get the court’s 
sanction.” 


The question again arose in McGlade v. Royal London Mutual 
Insurance Society (ante, p. 361), but here the special resolution 
had been passed and registered, and a certifiate of incorporation 
of the society as a company had been granted. This appears to 
have been the only ground of distinction between the two cases, 
and Ever, J., held that the certificate was conclusive evidence 
that the company was authorized to be registered, and hence the 
court could not go behind it. The Royal London Friendly 
Society—the society under consideration—was founded in 1861, 





and was registered under the Friendly Societies Acts. In 1908 
it passed a special resolution for conversion into a company limited 
by guarantee with the memorandum and articles of association 
scheduled to the resolution. The memorandum purported to 
give it powers largely in excess of those it had as a society. 
The resolution was accepted as the memorandum of the company, 
and the company was registered, and the registration of the 
society was cancelled. The members of the society became 
members of the company, and one of these sued, on behalf 
of himself and the other members, to restrain the com- 
pany from acting under the enlarged powers. In _ the 
opinion of the learned judge, the action was brought too late. 
The certificate of incorporation is, according to section 17 of the 
Companies Act, 1908, ‘‘ conclusive evidence that all the require- 
ments of the Act, in respect of registration, and of matters 
precedent and incidental thereto, have been complied with, and 
that the association is a company authorized to be registered 
and duly registered under this Act.” These words reproduce 
the provision of section 1 (1) of the Companies Act, 1900, which 
was enacted in order to avoid doubts which had arisen as to 
the conclusiveness of their certificate: see ’e National Debenture 
Corporation (1891, 2 Ch. 505); and they are effective to prevent 
inquiry into matters previous toincorporation. But it is singular 
that it should be possible for a vital defect in the constitution of 
a company to be cured in this way. 








Reviews. 


Reversions, 


THE INVESTIGATION OF TITLE TO AND THE COMPLETION OF PUK 
CHASES AND MortGaGes or LIFE AND REVERSIONARY INTERESTS 
IN PERSONALTY, Trust FuNpDs, AND Ponicres or Lire Assur- 
ANCE. By ANDREW HeNry WirTHeERs, Barrister-at-Law. Butter 
worth & Co. 

We think we may describe this work as one of the best recent 
law books we have come across. It contains a full and, so far as we 
have been able to test it, accurate statement of the law attecting 
its subject ; and it is eminently practical—fitted to smooth the way 
of those who have to deal with the class of property to which it 
relates. Such a work was certainly needed, and Mr. Withers is to 
be congratulated on his success in supplying the want. 








The author’s plan is to follow each step in the dealing with the 
reversionary interest and state the questions arising, inquiries to 
be made, and precautions to be taken with regard thereto. As Mr. 
Withers says (p.3), “ General practice has not yet drawn a line between 
matters to be raised as a matter of course, and matters to be raised 
only in suspicious cases. Probably no two insurance offices have 
quite the same practice ; some require and others usually dispense 
with the evidence of the bona jides of appointments ; some dis- 
regard the fact that all the persons who were trustees during a 
material period are dead, others regard this as a vital defect in title. 
The conveyancer has in each case to use his own judgment as to 
what, having regard to his instructions, the practice of his clients, 
and to ordinary business requirements, are the appropriate questions 
to raise.” Mr. Withers provides the material out of which the 
appropriate questions may be selected. 

The subject of the investigation of title is dealt with in 
sixteen usually short chapters, commencing with “The Abstract,” 
and ending with “ Enquiries as to Incumbrances.” That upon 
“Interests Depending upon an Exercise or Release of a Power of 
Appointment” is especially valuable as drawing attention to the 
necessity for evidence of the bona jides of the appointment by 
requiring a statutory declaration by the appointor and appointee 
stating that the appointment has been made bond fide, al setting 
out the purposes for which the appointment has been made ; and the 
chapters on “The Duty of Trustees to Answer Inquiries Made of 
Them,” and on “ Evidence of Age, Family,” etc., may be profitably 
perused ; in the last-mentioned chapter the author lays stress on the 
necessity for proof of the relationship of the vendor or mortgagor to 
the settlor or testator for the purpose of ascertaining what rate of 
succession or legacy duty (if any) has or will become payable in 
respect of the interest to be assigned. He says he has come across 
several cases of legacies to “my son B.,” and so on, where legacy 
duty at the rate of 10 per cent. had to be paid owing to the legatee 
not being legitimately related to the testator. This chapter might 
perhaps have been added to by a statement of the registries of births 
and deaths available in the chief European nations and the British 
and Foreign Colonies. The concluding chapter under this part of 
the work, on “Inquiries as to Incumbrances,” is lengthy and 
valuable. We observe that the author considers that where the 
Public Trustee is the “custodian trustee ” of the trust, apparently he 
is the proper person to receive notices of charges on the trust fund, 
We should be disposed to doubt whether this is so, and we are glad 
to see that Mr. Withers advises that notice should also be given to 
the “ managing trustees.” 

The author proceeds in Chapter 17 to deal with the precautions 
to be taken on or before completion. These are very tersely and com 
pletely stated. There follows a chapter on the preparation of parti- 
culars of and contracts for sale, which will be found to contain many 
useful reminders. After a chapter on life policies, the work 
ends with a chapter on death duties, in which the existing duties 
are dealt with, necessarily in outline. Through no fault of Mr. 
Withers, who tells us in his preface that the book was kept back 
for two months in the hope of including the financial legislation of 
1909-1u, this chapter is likely shortly to become somewhat obsolete. 

There is probably no branckrof conveyancing practice in which statu 
tory declarations play a more conspicuous part than in the dealings 
with which the present work is concerned, and we rather regret to 
see that, so far as we have discovered, no warning is given as to the 
necessity for considering whether a declaration is made by an 
interested party ; whether the matters stated could have been within 
the personal knowledge of the deponent sand whether his scurce of 
information is stated. There is a great and growing looseness in 
these respects in modern practice, and declarations are, it is to be 
feared, somewhat recklessly made. We recall an instance, some 
years ago, of a statutory declaration, made by a highly respected 
clergyman, most of the statements in which were subsequently found 
to be incorrect. It would be a good thing if a statutory provision 
were made that every statutory declaration should be headed with 
a statement of the penalties attaching to an untrue declaration. 





Equity. 
STRAHAN’s LEADING Cases tn Equity. By J. ANDREW STRAHAN, 
M.A., LL.B., Barrister-at-Law, assisted by W. 5S. Curtts, 
Jarrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 


Having regard to the development of English law by judicial 
decision, it is inevitable that instruction by means of leading cases 
should grow in favour. The reproduction of the leading case in extenso, 
with voluminous notes containing an exhaustive treatise on the 
subject of each case, isa method with which lawyers are familiarized 
by “ White and Tudor” and other works. Mr. Strahan has used 
the same method on a smaller scale and in a manner more suited 
to the requirements of students. He gives only such statement of 
the facts and extract from the judgment in each case as are neces 
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sary to shew exactly the principle which it establishes, and then 
he appends a short note expounding the principle and giving refer- 
ences to other cases which illustrate it. He arranges his leading 
cases under eight heads, one being devoted to Jurisdiction in 
Chancery, another to the nature of equitable interests, four to trusts, 
one to mortgages, and the eighth to some miscellaneous cases. The 
list includes fundamental cases of an earlier date, such as Burgess v. 
Wheat (1 Ed. 177), on the nature of an equitable estate, and Dearle 
v. Hull (3 Russ. 1), on priority gained by notice, it being pointed 
out that the latter case must be taken with Ward v. Duncombe (1893, 
A. C. 369); and also cases of a recent date, such as Re Nisbet and 
Pott’s Contract (1905, 1 Ch. 391), on the nature of the interest created 
by a restrictive covenant, and Noakes & Co. v. Rice (1902, A. C, 24), 
on the extent to which a mortgagee may stipulate for a collateral 
advantage without imposing a clog on the equity of redemption. 
The student who follows the cases referred to in the note to this last 
case—most of them subsequent to it—will get a good idea of the 
fetter which equitable rules have imposed on modern business, a 
fetter strikingly illustrated, too, by Mr. Justice Swinfen Eady’s recent 
judgment in the De Beers Consolidated Mines case (ante, p. 289). The 
book is a very useful and well-designed students’ manual. 





The Licensing Acts. 


THE Licenstnc Acts. By the late James Paterson, Barrister-at- 
Law. 3EING THE Licensinc Acts, 1828 To 1906, TOGETHER 
WITH ALL RELATIVE Excisrk, INLAND REVENUE, INNKEEPERS, 
Sunpay Ciostnc anD Groceinc Acts, witH NOTES ; AND 
THE Law Retatinc To Crups, THEATRES, Music AND 
DancinG, Racecourses, BILLIARDS, COMPENSATION, COVENANTS. 
ConTRACTS OF SALE oF LICENSED PREMISES, AND RATES AND 
TAXES ON LiceNSED Property ; AND Forms. By WitiiamM W. 
MACKENZIE, Barrister-at-Law. TwentTIeTH Epition. Butterworth 
& Co.; Shaw «& Sons. 

It is difficult to say anything new about a book which has reached 
its twentieth edition and the characteristics of which have so 
frequently been noticed. “ Paterson” holds the field as the indispens- 
able book for the practitioner in licensing matters. Two years have 
elapsed since the nineteenth edition was published, during which 
period there has been very little legislation affecting the subject. In 
fact the provisions of the Children Act, 1908, as to the exclusion of 
children from the bars of public-houses, seem to be the only 
successful effort of Parliament in this direction. There have, 
however, been a very large number of decisions of the courts during 
this period, and these are all duly noted down to the end of 1909. 
The book has reached an immense size in comparison with its 
original dimensions, but it is complete and reliable, and no space 
is wasted. Those who have become accustomed to the book will tind 
this edition quite as good in every way as any of its predecessors, 
The arrangement and form are unaltered, but the work is carefully 
brought up-to-date. 

Yearly Digest. 

3UTTERWORTH'S YEARLY DIGEST oF REPORTED CASES FOR THE YEAR 
1909; BEING THE SeEcoND ANNUAL SUPPLEMENT OF BUuTTER- 
wortH’s TEN YEARS’ DIGEST, AND CONTAINING THE CASES 
DECIDED IN THE SUPREME AND OTHER COURTS, INCLUDING A 
Copious SELECTION OF REPORTED CASES DECIDED IN THE IRISH 
AND ScotcH Courts; witH Lists oF Cases DIGEsTED, OVER- 
RULED, CONSIDERED, &C., AND OF STATUTES, ORDERS, RULEs, &c., 
REFERRED To. Edited by Harry Ctover, Barrister-at-Law. 
Butterworth & Co. 

Thisis the second annual supplement to the valuable Ten Years’ 
Digest issued by the same publishers, and it is naturally framed on 
the same lines, which we have found in practice to be eminently 
convenient. One great advantage of the work is the large number 
of reports and sources from which the cases are taken. Not only 
are the cases in all the current series of general law reports 
digested, but the reports relative to commercial and maritime law ; 
bankruptcy and company; patent and trade-mark, registration, 
criminal law, local government, election petitions, and railway and 
canal cases have been ransacked, and cases are given which are only 
reported in, among other journals, the 7%mes and the SonicrTors’ 
JOURNAL, together with a copious selection of cases from the Irish 
and Scotch a Hence the practitioner who consults this digest 
can make tolerably sure that he has before him all the reported 
decisions of the year. 


Workmen’s Compensation. 


BUTTERWORTH’S WORKMEN’S CoMPENSATION Cases. Vou. II (NEw 
SERIES). Edited by His Honour Judge Ruegce, K.C., and 





Dovuetias KNockeRr, Barrister-at-Law. Butterworth & Co. 
This work is a continuation of the series edited by the late Mr. 





Minton-Senhouse. This, the second volume of the series, contains 
reports of cases decided during the period from September, 1908, to 
September, 1909, in all the courts. The cases which have been decided 
in the House of Lords and the Court of Appeal may generally be found 
in the ordinary series of reports possessed by every practising 
lawyer ; but the others are not so easy to come by, for here we have 
cases from Ireland and Scotland as well as from the county courts, 
Probably the most valuable to the English lawyer are the Scottish 
cases. A great many cases came before the Court of Session under 
the Workmen’s Compensation Act. These deal with many points 
not touched by the courts of this country. They are by no means 
always in harmony with the decisions of the English courts, and 
probably may be said to be on the whole less favourable to the 
workman. The series is in good hands and well edited, and is of the 
greatest possible use to all interested in this important branch of 
practice. 





Books of the Week. 


Solicitors’ Office Organization, Management and Accounts. 
Illustrated by Many Forms and Diagrams. By Epwarp A. Cope and 
Hersert W. H. Rosrns, Solicitor. Sir Isaac Pitman & Sons 
(Limited). 








Correspondence. 


Notice to Pay Off Mortgage. 
[Zo the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—The point raised by “ Conveyancing Clerk” in your issue of 
the 26th inst. and commented on by you in “Current Topics” jis 
interesting, but I venture to think that it is not at all clear that the 
conclusion at which you have arrived is a correct one. In practice 
mortgagors do not often, after notice has been given, come forward 
with the money before the expiration of the three months, but if, in 
the instance given by your correspondent, the mortgagor had ten- 
dered on the 2nd of January the amount due with interest to date, it 
seems doubtful whether the mortgagee could properly have insisted 
on additional interest to the 1st of April being paid. There is nothing 
in the Conveyancing and Law of Property Act, 1881, which entitles 
the mortgagee on demanding payment, to fix a date three months 
hence before which the mortgagor cannot repay except upon terms 
of paying interest up to the time of the expiration of the notice. If 
your view be sound, it must be on the ground that there is a rule of 
practice to that effect which would be recognized by the court. The 
case of Burker v. Illingworth is hardly in point. There the only 
question was whether the notice was a good one so as to enable the 
mortgagee to exercise his power of sale after the expiration of three 
months from the date of service. 

The judge seems to have held in that case that there had been a 
default in payment contenuing for three months, thus implying that 
the mortgagor could have paid at any time during the currency of 
the notice. This does not appear to touch the question of interest, 
and if the mortgagee is to be considered as making a continuous 
demand for payment throughout the three months, how can he 
complain if the mortgagor accedes to that demand and pays him his 
principal with interest to date of payment ” 

By the notice the mortgagee, in effect, says to the mortgagor: “I 
ask for my money. You may pay atany time within three months, 
but if you allow the time to pass without payment, I shall sell.” 

The point raised is of considerable importance, and it would be 
very desirable to have it settled. t. H. LANGLEY. 

[See observations under head of “Current Topics.”—Ep. S.J.] 





The Divorce Commission. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,-Two of the most important witnesses who have given 
evidence are the representatives of the Bar Council and of the 
Law Society. The most noticeable feature of their evidence is the 
diametrically opposed nature of their views, and it would seem 
hopeless to expect any great practical reform whilst the two great 
branches of the profession are in utter disagreement on all essential 
points. 

It is difficult to understand Mr. English Harrison’s meaning when 
he says that his Council think that neither counsel nor solicitor 
should be paid any fees in suits in formd pauperis. Those suits at 
present (z.e., in divorce cases) do not carry costs to either set of law- 
yers—as the writer knows from practical experience. In point of 
fact no fees whatsoever, even for travelling, board, stationery and 
other essential out-of-pockets, are allowed (save possibly as against a 





usually financially worthless co-respondent). 
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This is the present practice with pauper divorce suits—whatever 
the theory—though it is to be admitted that these suits are strongly 
discouraged in official circles. Mr. Harrison, in referring to the 
fondness of poor prisoners for a “red” robed judge, is surely im- 
puting too much childishness to poor suitors, who when seeking (and 
perhaps finding) relief from matrimonial distress, would scarcely 
cavil at the “ suits and trappings” of the tribunal. 

J. A. Howarp-Watson, 

Harrington Chambers, 26, North John-street, Liverpool, 

March 24. 





The Finance Bill, 1909. 


[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—It may be of interest to your readers to know that the 
authorities have asked the following question of aclient of ours (who 
is executrix of her husband’s will), namely, whether the deceased 
made any gifts liable to duty under clause 59 of the Finance Bill, 
1909. We were not aware that any duty is recoverable under the 
Finance Bill of 1909, and it seems to us that the authorities might 
just as well try to recover duty under any repealed Act of Parlia- 
ment as under a Bill which has not yet passed into law. We very 
much doubt whether any solicitors have gone to the trouble of 
purchasing a copy of the Bill. It is bad enough to have to buy Acts 
of Parliament when they are passed. P., S., & G. 

March 30. 


CASES OF LAST SITTINGS. 
House of Lords. 


CARMICHAEL v. PORT AND HARBOUR OF GREENOCK TRUSTEES. 
14th and 16th Dec. ; 3rd March. 


Jupicran Factorn—Powers or Facrorn—Power To Levy Rates— 
Greenock Harsour Act, 1880 (43 & 44 Vict. c. cLxx.), s. 7 


The holders of certain debenture stock (the interest having fallen into 
arrear) applied for the appointment of a@ judicial factor; the factor 
who was duly appointed proposed to raise a certain rate, then fixed at 
10d. per ton, to 1s. 3d. per ton, the full rate chargeable under the 
Greenock Harbour Act, 1880, on all sugar loaded into or unloaded from 
vessels at the port of Greenock. ; 

Held, dismissing the appeal, that the judicial factor had no such 
power as he sought to exercise. A judicial factor was merely the 
receiver of the tolls and incomings of the undertaking, and not its 
manager, and did not supersede the trustees in the discharge of their 
duties further than this receipt necessarily involved. 


This was an appeal at the instance of Andrew Carmichael, shipowner, 
Greenock, judicial factor of the Greenock Harbour Trust, against the 
Greenock Harbour trustees. The question was whether the appellant, 
as judicial factor of the Greenock Harbour Trust, was entitled to 
demand and receive for sugar shipped into or shipped from vessels 
(foreign) at the port and harbour of Greenock a rate of 1s. 3d. per 
ton, being a rate authorized by the Greenock Harbour Act, 1880, in 
place of 10d. per ton fixed by the harbour trustees prior to the appoint- 
ment of the appellant. The port and harbour of Greenock is under the 
management of a body of trustees, appointed under statutory authority. 
By the Greenock Harbour Act, 1888, two classes of debenture stock, 
“A” and ‘‘B”’ were created, which were declared to be respectively 
a first and second charge on the ‘‘ undertaking ”’ of the trust. By the 
Greenock Harbour Act, 1895, it was provided in section 10 that in case of 
the non-payment of interest, and, in certain events, any holder of ‘“‘ B”’ 
debenture stock might apply to the sheriff for appointment of a judicial 
factor in manner provided for by the Greenock Basher Act, 1880. By 
section 7 of that Act it was enacted that the sheriff might on applica- 
tion being made “‘ appoint some person to receive the whole or a com- 
petent part of the rates and duties and other revenues of the trust 
until all the arrears of interest and principal and costs outstanding had 
been paid in full.”” The Lord Ordinary decided that a judicia] factor 
appointed under section 70 of the Act of 1880 had no power at his own 
will to alter the harbour rates fixed by the trustees, his only duty being 
to receive and pay them. The judges of the first division, from whose 
decision this appeal was brought, upheld the decision of the Lord 
Ordinary. The case is reported 1908, S. C. 944. 

Lord ATKINSON, in a considered judgment, after stating the facts 
and referring to the sections in the Harbour Act set out above, said 
he thought the appeal was unsustainable and should be dismissed with 
costs. It was almost impossible to define the exact limit of a factor’s 
authority or to determine precisely what remnant of their powers should 
remain with the trustees. He must not starve the undertaking. He 
must out of the income he received make, as far as possible, adequate 
provision for carrying on the undertaking as a going concern, and was 
free to divide such surplus as might be among the incumbrancers 
according to the priority of their claim. 

Lord Loresurn, C., and the Earl of Hatspury concurred. Appeal 
dismissed with costs.—Counset, Sir R. Finlay, K.C., Sir A. Cripps, 














K.C., and R. S. Horne (of the Scots Bar), for the appellants ; The Dean 
of Faculty (Scott Dickson, K.C.), C. A. Russell, K.C., and H. P. 
Macmillan (of the Scots Bar), for the respondents. SoLicrrors, 
Lowless & Co., for J. & J. Ross, W.S., Edinburgh ; Thomas Cooper ¢& 
Co., for W. B. Rainkie, W.S8., Edinburgh. 

(Reported by Erskine Rep, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Court of Appeal. 


HEATON ». GOLDNEY AND ANOTHER. No. 1. 23rd March. 


Lrpet — Practicp — INTERROGATORIES — MEANING ATTACHED BY THE 
DEFENDANT TO THE WorRDS COMPLAINED OF—INADMISSIBILITY. 


In an action for libel, the defendant denied that the words com- 
plained of by the defendant bore the meaning given them in the 
innuendo. The plaintiff administered interrogatories for the purpose 
of ascertaining what meaning the defendant himself placed on the 
words; and the defendant contended that such interrogatories were 
oppressive and should be disallowed. 

Held. that the interrogatories, ali of which were administered in 
the following form: ‘ Did you not by such words intend to impute 
to the plaintiff that he had corruptly attempted to, &c.,” should be 
struck out. 


Foster v. Perryman (8 Times LD. R. 115) not followed. 


Appeal by the defendant from an order of Bucknill, J., varying an 
order of Master Chitty in an action for alleged libel. The plaintiff, 
J. Henniker Heaton, was the Parliamentary representative of the City 
of Canterbury, which constituency he had represented continuously 
since 1885. The defendants were F. B. Goldney, the mayor of that 
city, and the other defendants to the action were P. D. Eastes & Co. 
(Limited), printers and publishers of the Kentish Gazette and Canter- 
bury Press. In his statement of claim the plaintiff said that for 
several years past the defendant Goldney had been desirous of secur- 
ing the plaintiff’s retirement and of becoming himeelf the Parlia- 
mentary representative of that city. The alleged libel was contained 
in a letter written by the defendant Goldney, which was printed and 
published in the Kentish Gazette and Canterbury Press on the 23rd 
of October, 1909, and the passage in the letter of which the plaintiff 
complained was as follows: ‘‘I refuse to believe that you can really 
regard Mr. Heaton’s former attempts to obtain a large sum of money 
from me as the price of his retirement as satisfactory evidence of 
his desire to set patriotism before his private interests.’’ The innuendo 
placed on these words by the plaintiff was that the defendants meant, 
and they were understood to mean, that the plaintiff had corruptly 
attempted to obtain from the defendant Goldney a large sum of money 
in consideration of a promise by the plaintiff to retire from the 
Parliamentarv representation of the City of Canterburv in favour «f 
the defendant Goldney; that by such conduct the plaintiff had grossly 
abused his position as a member of Parliament, and that he was 
wholly unfit to represent the city, and ought not, therefore, to be 
re-elected. The defence was a denial that the words were capable 
of bearing, nor was the defendant to be understood to mean by them, 
any of the meanings alleged in the statement of claim, and further, 
that the words complained of, in their natural and ordinary mean- 
ing, were true in substance and in fact. Among the interrogatories 
administered to the defendant were three with the object of obtaining 
information as to what meanipg the defendant himself intended the 
words complained of to imply, and these the defendant objected to 
answer. Bucknill, J., allowed these interrogatories as they stood, 
subject to certain alterations which he made therein. The alterations 
made consisted in this, that whereas the interrogatories asked : ‘‘ Did 
you mean by such words that the plaintiff had corruptly attempted 
to obtain from you a large sum of money?”’ it) was altered by the 
learned judge into the following questior: ‘‘ Did you not by such 
words intend to impute to the plaintiff that he had corruptly attempted, 
&c.’’ A similar alteration was made in the two other interrogatories 
objected to. The defendant submitted that the interrogatories thus 
altered should not be allowed, being oppressive, since in effect’ they 
amounted to a cross-examination. 

VaucHan Wittams, L.J., in giving judgment, said that, as the 
interrogatories were drafted, they should have been disallowed on the 
ground that they were oppressive, and they were open to the same 
objection as amended by the learned judge. In Foster v. Perryman 
(8 Times L. R. 115) the court (Lord Coleridge, C.J., and Mathew, J.) 
seemed to have done something which was in effect to allow par- 
ticulars to be given of the meaning of the words intended by the 
defendant. All he could say was that that was not a case which 
had in any way been followed, nor had it found its way into any 
text-book. He wished to point out one thing which ought to be borne 
in mind with reference to interrogatories and discovery generally. 
Ever since their invention they had always been considered a process 
which might be oppressive and put to purposes which it was not right 
they should be put tw. The allowing or disallowing of interroga‘ories 
was regarded as a matter falling within the discretion of the judge, 
and the practical result was that in practice such interrogatories as 
they were now considering were not allowed. In his judgment the 
interrogatories to which objection was taken should all be disallowed. 

Farwet, L.J., agreed. Appeal allowed.—Covunset, McCardie, for 
the plaintiff ; G. Stuart Robertson, for the defendant. Soticrrors, 
Lewis & Lewis; Twisden & Co. 

(Reported by Ersxitne Reip, Barrister-at-Law. ] 
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SIMMONS ». HEATH LAUNDRY CO. No. 2. 26th Feb. 
MASTER AND SERVANT—WoORKMEN’S COMPENSATION—CONCURRENT CoN- 
TRACTS—Music Tracuer—Contract or SERVICE—WORKMEN’s Com- 
PENSATION Act, 1906 (6 Ep. 7, c. 53), s. 13, First SCHEDULE, CLAUSE 
2 (B). 


A laundrymaid who supplemented her earnings in the laundry by 
giving music lessons met with an accident in the laundry. The county 
court judge made an award which did not take into consideration her 
earnings as a music mistress. 

Held, that it was a question of fact in each case whether a person in 
such a position was a workman” within the meaning of the Work- 
men’s Compensation Act, 1906, and the county court judae not having 
misdirected himself, and there being evidence to support lis finding of 
fact, the award must stand. 


Appeal from an award of the judge of the Bloomsbury County Court 
sitting as arbitrator under the Workmen’s Compensation Act, 1906. 
The facts were as follows: The applicant, Daisy Simmons, was em- 
ployed in the defendants s. a week, and while at work 
met with an accident by which her left hand was seriously injured. 
It appeared that in addition to what the applicant earned in the laundry 
she earned 3s. a week from a Mrs. Flack for teaching music to her 
children every Saturday, and she earned other small sums from pupils 
and for acting as an The county 
court judge held that in estimating the applicant’s average earnings for 
the purpose of settling the amount of compensation payable by the 
defendants, she was not entitled to claim anything ir f 


lanndrv at 7 


companist at occasional concerts. 


respect of the 
3s. a week she earned from Mrs. Flack, and he therefore awarded her 
compensation at 7s. a week under proviso () of clause (1) of Schedule I. 
of the Act. The applicant appealed. 

Tue Court (Cozens-Harpy, M.R., and Fietcuer Movrtron and 
Bucxkiey, L.JJ.) dismissed the appeal. 

Cozens-Harpy, M.R.—The appellant is a young woman who met 
with an accident while working for the respondents, a Jaundry company. 
Liability was admitted on the footing of the wages (7s. a week) paid 
by the respondents i 
mented her earnings in a praiseworthy manner by giving lessons to a 
neighbour’s children, in respect of which she received 3s. a wv There 
were other smaller and more irregular payments, but it is sufficient to 
deal with this instance, which is the most favourable to the appellant. 
It is alleged that the case falls within section 2 (b) of the first schedule. 
and that the appellant ‘‘had entered into concurrent contracts of 
service with two or more emplovers.’? The county conrt judge did 
not accept this argument, and made an award in favour of the appellant 
of 7s. a week only IT confess my inability to lav down anv complete 
or satisfactory definition of the term ‘“‘ contract of service.’’ Various 
tests were suggested by counsel. no one of which was beyond criticism. 
Some light is thrown by the definition of ‘“ workman’”’ in section 13 of 
the Act, for the Act applies only to workmen. The material words are 
these : = ‘Workman ‘ means any person who ha ente red into or works 
under a contract of service or apprenticeship with an employer, whether 
by way of manual labour, clerical work, or otherwise. and whether the 
contract, is expressed or implied, is oral or in writing.’? I am far from 
saying that a teacher may not be within the Act, the words ‘‘or other- 
wise’’ being sufficient to cover such a cas¢ An usher in a private 
school, or a teacher in a provided or non-provided school, or a nursery 
governess, would, under ordinary circumstances, be entitled to claim the 
benefit of the Act. On the other hand, it would, I think, be absurd 
to hold that a skilled music master who gives lessons to a pupil, either 
in his own house or in the punil’s house, is to be regarded as the 
‘workman ”’ and the pupil as the ‘‘employer.’’ In such a case there 
may be a contract for services, but there is not a contract of service. 
In any particular case it will be for the arbitrator, after considering all 
the circumstances, to decide whether the injured professional person is 
or is not a “‘ workman.’’ This is not a question of law, but a question 
of fact; and unless the arbitrator has misdirected himself this court 
ought not to interfere. In the present case his Honour Judge Bacon 
held that the appellant was not a ‘‘ workman” within the meaning of 
this Act, and I see no reason to suppose he misdirected himself. The 
appeal must be dismissed with costs. 

FiLetcHEerR Movtton and Bucktry, L.JJ., delivered judgments to the 
same effect.—Counset, Atkin, K.C., and Gutteridge ; Simon, K.C.. and 
Shakespeare. Sorrcrtors, Baylis, Pearce, & Co. ; Hicklin, Washington, 
& Pasmore. ; 





Sut the appellant is a pianist. and has supple 
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[Reported by J. I. Srrettne, Barrister-at-Law.] 





Societies. 


General Council of the Bar. 


THE ROYAL COMMISSION ON DIVORCE AND MATRIMONIAL 
CAUSES. 
_ A report on this subject’ by the General Council of the Bar has been 
issued, in which they say :— 
_The Council is strongly of opinion that no proposal to confer juris- 
diction in divorce and matrimonial causes on county courts should be 
entertained, having regard to (1) the large number and varying 


qualifications of the county court judges; (2) the difficulty of depriv- 
ing litigants in matrimonial causes of their right to a jury, and the 








| character of county court juries generally; (3) the varying qualifica- 
| tions of the advocates entitled to practice in county courts; (4) the 
present congested condition of business in many of the county courts, 
the difficulty of obtaining continuity of trial, and the consequent 
expense. Mutatis mutandis the observations of Lord Gorell’s Com- 
mittee on County Court Procedure (see page 24), with regard to the 
jurisdiction of justices of the peace and stipendiary magistrates in 
granting separation orders under the Summary Jurisdiction (Married 
Women) Act of 1895, apply with at least equal force to the exerci 
of divorce jurisdiction by county court judges. The Council thinks 
that the poorer classes should be placed in a better position to obtain 
relief in matrimonial causes, and to accomplish this object suggests 
that provision should be made for the trial of matrimonial causes on 
circuit by a judge of the High Court, with or without a jury. Such 
causes might be commenced by process in the district registries and 
continued there; and the papers should then, before the case is tried 
at the assizes, be forwarded by the district registrar to the principal 
registry in London for examination; and, after being passed as in 
order by the registrar, should be returned by him to the officials of 
the circuit. To facilitate further the trial of the matrimonial causes 
of the poorer class of suitor, the judge of the Divorce Division should, 
in the opinion of the Council, have power at any stage to transfer the 
proceedings from or to London or any district registry, and in all 
cases to fix the place and mode of trial, the judge who presides at 
the trial having power to make the necessary decree or decrees. To 
afford relief to the poorer suitor, the Council thinks that it is essential 
that the practice in suits in forma pauperis existing in the Divorce 
Court could no longer be continued. ] 


Under the existing system the 
suitor is only relieved from the payment of part of the court fees. 
No counsel or solicitor is assigned to the suitor, and the payment of 
- fees to counsel and solicitor is as a rule enforced: see Richardson v. 
Richardson (1895, P. 276). The Council thinks that in suits in formé 
pauperis no court fees, or fees to counsel or solicitor, should be pay- 
able by the pauper (compare rules of the Supreme Court, ord. 16, 
rules 25 to 28). In the opinion of the Council, the conferring of 
jurisdiction in divorce and matrimonial causes on judges of i 
coupled with the suggested extension of the procedure dn forma 
pauperis to such causes, would afford all the relief required 

As to the working of the Summary Jurisdiction (Married Women) 
Act, 1895, the cases of Dodd v. Dodd (1906, P. 189) and Harriman \ 
Harriman (1909, P. 123) suggest the following amendment of the lav 
as desirable : (1) That orders, that the applicant be no longer bound 
to cohabit with her husband and for maintenance, should only be 
made in cases of cruelty as defined by that Act, or of desertion for 
two years and upwards; (2) in other cases of desertion an order for 
maintenance only should be made. As regards questions of amend 
ment in the law relating to divorce and matrimonial causes, and the 
procedure and practice therein, the Council begs to make the follow 

ing further suggestions : (1) That the law relating to foreign decrees 
| of nullity affecting English subjects, and the jurisdiction of the court 

in such cases, as disclosed by the decision in Ogden v. Ogden (1908, 
P. 46) requires amendment; (2) if a woman is charged with adultery 
in any divorce proceedings, notice should be given to her of such 
charge, unless the court should otherwise direct; (3) after a decree 
for judicial separation the court should have power to vary a marriage 
settlement and to secure to the wife permanent alimony for the term 
of the wife’s life, or for such less term as the court may think fit; 
(4) after a decree for divorce, nullity, or judicial separation, it shall 
be lawful for the court, if it shall think proper, to order the 
respondent, if he or she is entitled to any property either in pos 
session or reversion, to make such settlement as it shall think reason 
able of such property, or any part thereof, for the benefit of the 
child or children of the marriage. 

The following suggestions are made with a view to the reduction 
of costs: (5) Abolition of citation, substituting therefor a warning 
to appear on petition; (6) service of plain copies instead of se led 
(7) reduction in court fees. 


assiZe. 





copies ; 


Shropshire Law Society. 


The annual meeting of this society was held recently at the society's 
rooms in Shrewsbury. Mr. W. M. How, the president, occupied the 
chair, and gave an interesting address on the cases reported in the past 
year. 

The annual report and financial statement were read and approved. 
Satisfaction was expressed at the permission recently given by the 
Standing Joint Committee of the Salop County Council for solicitors to 
use, temporarily, a room in the Shire Hall at Assizes. 

Referring to the suggested alteration of the Assize Circuit. System, 
which involves the removal of the trial of civil causes from Shrewsbury 
to Birmingham, the report stated that no reasonable grounds existed 
for altering the pr-sent system as far as it affects the County of Salop 
The courts at Shrewsbury are central, and most accessible by rail or 
road, and are almost unequalled in the country. The attendance of the 
Bar is ample for all purposes. There is always sufficient business to 
occupy several days, and great inconvenience would he caused to th: 
public if the assizes were held elsewhere 

A discussion took place as to the possibility of adopting the society 
form of farming agreement, as a common form, or of drafting. a short 
practical form, and the matter was referred to the committee. 

The following officers were elected :—President, Mr. J. W. Mont- 
ford (Ludlow) ; vice-president, Mr. FE. G. S. Corser ; hon. treasurer, Mr. 
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Ss = — — 
well, Mr. R. A. Craig, and Mr. A. H. Stokes were elected on the com- 
mittee in the place of the three retiring members, who were not eligible 
for re-election. 

Votes of thanks to the president and chairman closed the proceedings. 


Legal News. 


Appointment. 


Mr. Witrrep Henry Greennow, solicitor, has been appointed by 


his Honour Judge Greenhow Joint Registrar of the Leeds District 
Registry of the High Court and of the Leeds County Court. 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Lewis ALEXANDER Gotpie and FRANK Henry CHAPMAN, solicitors 
Greathead, Goldie, & Chapman). Rochester. Jan. 1. The said 
Lewis Alexander Goldie will continue to carry on the said business 
under the style or firm of Greathead & Goldie. 

Joun Stpney SmirH-Winpy, Freperic Harry Jones, and GEOFFREY 
Wir11aAm Rwvssety, solicitors (Mellor & OCo.), 8, Coleman-street, 


London. So far as concerns the said John Sidney Smith-Winby, who 
retires from the profession of a solicitor; the remaining partners 
will continue to carry on the business under the same style or firm 
name. [Gazette, March 25. 


A 


Peter GELLATLY and ArtuuR Inciis Barnett, solicitors (Gellatly & 
Son), Dock House, Billiter-street. London. Dec. 31. The said Peter 
Francis Gellatly and Arthur Inglis Barnett are carrying on the said 
business under the style of Gellatly, Son, & Barnett. — 

[Gazette, March 29. 





General. 
Lord Mersey Sir Samuel Evans will be entertained at a banquet 
by the bar of the Probate, Divorce, and Admiralty Division on the 





8th of April. 

Mr. Justice Sutton is stated by the Z'imes to be progressing favour 
ably It is at present uncertain, however, when he will be able to 
resume his judicial duties 

Mr. Horace Smith. the London police magistrate, sat for the first 
time this week at the Westminster Police Court after his severe illness 
dating from the end of Janu 





Mr. William Coleman, ch f clerk of the Rochester County Court, 
was presented on Saturda by the solicitors, officials, and others at 
the court, with a silve ind coffee service in celebration of his 
completing fifty years’ official service. He has served under six county 

yurt judges. 

At Saturday's sitting of the Royal Commission on International 
Private Law, says the 7'imes Hague correspondent, Dr. T. M. C. Asser, 
ls president, stated that tl projected conference to discuss inter- 
ational regulations on bills of exchange will meet on the 21st of June 
itt The Hague. Most of the Powers have promised to take part. The 
questionnaire of the Dutch Government concerning the points to be 
sidered has already been answered by France, Italy, Austria, Russia, 
lurkey, and Bolivia . j 

At Bow-street, on the 24th of March, says the Times, John Walton, 
a solicitor, of Thomas-street, Woolwich, was charged on remand with 
misappropriating the title deeds of a plot of land at Abbey Wood, 
belonging to Mr. B. P. Sullivan, a tailor. of Plumstead: and further 
with obtaining by false pretences a sum of £12 10s., which had been 
paid to him by Arthur Goldfinch, a greengrocer’s assistant. of 
Vicarage-road, Plumstead. for commencing proceedings for divorce. 
The accused already stands committed for trial on a charge of being 
concerned in obtaining £246 by a forged instrument. After evidence 
had been given, the prisoner. who pleaded ‘‘ Not guilty ’’ to both 
charges and reserved his defence, was committed for trial. 











‘The death is announced of Justice David J. Brewer, one of the judges 
of the Supreme Court of the United States. After holding various 
judicial posts, Mr. Brewer had been since 1889 an Associate Justice of 
the United States Supreme Court. In 1896 he was appointed by 
President Cleveland to be a member of the Venezuelan Boundary Com- 
mission, and he was a member of the British-Venezuelan Arbitration 
Tribunal which sat in Paris in 1899. He was, says the Vimes. besides 
me ng a most able judge, a forcible and fearless speaker. He approached 
‘he great questions of the day in a way calculated to diminish the 
mischief of the waves of extreme thought to which the United States 
is susceptible. He once censured Mr. Roosevelt’s administration in a 
public spect h as savouring too much of centralisation and vainglory. 
The most important of Justice Brewer’s decisions was one given at the 
time of the great Chicago strike in 1894. He established the right of 
the Federal Court to restrain obstructions to trains engaged in inter- 
State commerce or the carrving of mails. - 

















H. J. Osborne ; hon. secretary, Mr. R. T. Hughes. Mr. A. H. Bards- 





The Times of the 24th inst. reprints the following from its issue of 
Saturday, the 24th of March, 1810:—In the House of Commons Mr. 
Sheridan brought forward a motion protesting against the “ Bye-law, 
enacted by the Benchers of Lincoln’s-inn, excluding gentlemen who 
wrote for the newspapers from their society.” On Mr. Sheridan's 
rising to move this resolution, Mr. Windham immediately proposed 
that all strangers should withdraw. On these proceedings the TJ'imes 
comments as follows: “The bye-law enacted by the Benchers of 
Lincoln’s-inn, which disqualifies students who shall have written for 
emolument in a newspaper. from being called to the bar, was almost 
universally reprobated for ite selfishness and illiberality, and is to be 
rescinded. The publie will learn with astonishment, that this indirect 
attack on the reepectability at least, if not the freedom of the Press, was 
planned by two individuals who have contrived almost to_ identify 
themselves with this inestimable privilege. It was mentioned in the 
course of the debate, by Sir John Anstruther, that Mr. Clifford was 
the father and Lord Erskine the godfather of the obnoxious regulation.” 





In introducing a Bill to codify the criminal law, the Lord Chan- 
cellor said it was an entirely uncontroversial measure. For some 
time past he. with the assistance of some eminent co-adjutors, had 
been busy taking steps towards doing what ought long ago to have 
been done, namely, the codification of the criminal law of this country 
The consolidation as well as the codification of the criminal law of this 
country had been repeatedly desired, and various dependencies of the 
Crown had desired to haveacomplete codification of the English criminal 
law as a model which they could adapt to their own recuirements. 
In some cases it had been found necessary to use the Indian Code, 
and to apply that, because we in this country had nothing of the 
kind. He was now taking steps towards codification. The first step 
contained in the Bill he was presenting to the House would deal with 
the law relating two perjury, which was the most difficult of all, in- 
volving some hundreds of Acts of Parliament. al! of which had to 
be re-adanted and put in their right order. After the second reading 
of the Bill he would ask thie House to invite the other House to 
concur in setting up a Joint. Committee in order to examine the Bill 
and make eure it contained nothing excent what was law at the 
present time. If that work were successfully carried through he had 
other stages in view, and he hoped in course of time he, or his 
successor with his hearty assistance, would he able to accomplish the 
‘odification of the criminal law, which had been so long desired. 


The Inetitute of International Law onened its session on M mday at 


two o’clock in the grand hall of the Sorbonne. at Paris, under the 
vresidency of M. Barthou, Minister of Justice. On the platform, says 
the J'imes Paris correspondent, were the members of the bureau of 
the institute, Professor Tyon-Caen (the president), Professor Holland 
(the vice-president), Professor Rollin (the secretary), as well as M 
Téon Bourgeois, the head of the French delegation to The Hague 
Conference, Baron de Courcel, formerly French Ambassador in London 
ard Berlin, and M. Louis Renault, the jurisconsult attached to the 
French Foreign Office. who was awarded the Nobel prize in 1908. The 
president. Professor Lyon-Caen, delivered the opening address. He 
recalled the foundation of the institute in 1873 at Ghent and the two 
sessions held in Paris in 1878 and 1894. He eaid that during the 
period which intervened between these two Paris meetings important 
international conventions had been conclnded with reference to the 
vrotection of submarine cables, the navigation of the Congo, and the 
vrotection of the Suez Cana] in, time of war. but the period between 
1894 and 1910 had been much more fruitful. During the latter period 
the two Peace Conferences and the Conference on Private International 
Taw had been held at The Hague, and the great movement in favour 
of international arbitration had made marked progress M 
T.éon Bourgeois, whose activity at The Hague Conference was 
acknowledged by M. Lyon-Caen in elonuent terms, replied to the 
president, and, after eulogising M. Louis Renault, he referred at length 


to the work of the Peace Conferences. 





In the course of a lecture on ‘f The Legal Position of Women in 
Norway ” at University College, on the 23rd ult., Mr. E. Casthbere. 
ex-Minister of Justice of Norway, referred to the divorce laws in his 
country. In Norway a separation was always granted by the magis 
trates when it was demanded by both parties. without any special 
reason being alleged. The agreement between the husband and wife 
must also settle which of the parents should have the custody of the 
children and arrange the economic side of the matter. Both parents, 
however, had the same obligation of maintaining the children after 
the separation as before, and the sum which had to be paid could 
at any time, if necessary, be fixed by the magistrates without regard 
to anv formal agreement or contract of the parents. If claimed by 
one of the parties, separation could be granted by the Ministry of 
Justice when the man was a drunkard or had grossly neglected his 
conjugal duties. and when there had arisen so strong an incompati 
bility between husband and wife that it was for their own benefit, 
as well as that of the children, that the marriage should not be con- 
tinued against the will of the claimant. Separation could also be 
granted if the conduct of the claimant was not blameless. The grant 
ing of a divorce following separation rested with the King—+.e., the 
Ministrv of Justice—when one year had elapsed since the separation, 
provided that both consorts were agreed upon the divorce, otherwise 
the term was two years. The King was also in some cases empowered 
to crant divorce on the claim of one of the parties without a pre 
ceding separation—namely, when the parties had not lived together 
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for three years, as well as when either consort had been insane for at 


least the previous three years and the possibility of recovery was 


excluded. In divorce cases the court sat with closed doors, and any 
report in the press was forbidden by the criminal law. The whole 
procedure was cheap—practically gratuitous for the poor, and for 
the Court of Appeal no fees had to be paid. 

At the meeting of the Board of Directors of the Equity and Law 
Life Assurance Society, held on Wednesday, the 23rd ult., Mr. John 
Croft Deverell was elected chairman of the society and Mr. Richard 
Stephens Taylor deputy chairman. 





. J - 
Winding-up Notices. 
London Gazette,—Fripay, March 25. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LIMITED In CHANCERY. 

Attar Gotp Cowcessions, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented March 21, directed to 
be heard April 6. Fullilove & Co, Cannon st, solors for petners. Notice of 
copeae must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 

pri 

British Equiraste Bony sawp Morraace Corporation, Lrp—Petn for winding up, 
ee March 17, directed to be heard before Mr Justice Swinfen Eady, April 12. 

obinson & Co, Manchester. Notice of avpearing must reach the above-named not 
later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 11 

Cazrontsren Coitrrery Co, Lrp—Credit«rs are required, on or before April 2, to send 
in their names and addresses, with particulars of their debts or claims, to Alfred 
Stephens, Kidwelly, liquidator 

Farurnoetow & Co, Lrv—Petn for winding up, presented March 19, directed to be heard 
April6. Ward & Co, Gracechurch st, solors for the petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later then 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 5 

Foxton Bros—Creditors are required, on or before May 2, to send their names and 
addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Henry Oliver, Prudential 
bidgs, Park row, Leeds. Simpson & Co, Leeds, solors for the liquidator 

Hyps Srinwie Co, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented March 22, directed to be 
heard April 12. Hardman, Manchester, solor for the petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not Jater than 2 o’clock in the afternoon of April 11 

Sat Roya Co. Lrn—OCreditors are required, on or before April 30, to send their 
names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to John William 
Hirst, 3, Ridgefield, Manchester. Grundy & Co, Manchester, solors to the liquidator 

Sporriswoope, Dixon, & Hontiwe, Lrp—Creditors are required, on or before April | 
14, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, 
to A. K. Haselden, 180. Fleet st, liquidator 

Warcaer Barquettine Sywprcate, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented March 14, 
directed to be heard at the Shire Hall, Taunton, April 12at 11. Kite & Co, Taunton, 
for Parker & Oo, St Michael’s Rectory, Cornhill, petner’s solors. Notice of appear- 
Te must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 





London Gazette.—Turspay, March 29, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES, 
LimItep In CHANOERY. 
Attar Gop Concersstons, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented March 24, directed to 
be heard April 6. Haseldine, Queen sat, Cheapsido, solor for the petner. Notice of 
re ied must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


| 








Lormer & Co, Ltp—Petn for winding up, presented March 24, directed to be heard 
April 6. Bartrum, Old Jewry chmbrs, solor for the petner. Notice of appearing 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 5 

Nortu-West Surrrine Oo, Lrp—Petn for winding up, presented March 23, directed 
to be heard April 6. King & Co, Queen Victoria st, for Wilkinson & Marshall 
Newcastle upon Tyne, solors for the pstners. Notice of appearing must reach the 
above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of April 5 

Scorr Tyre Co, Lr (tx Liqurpation)—Creditors are required, on or before April 30, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to 
Arthur Cunningham, Regent st Purchase, Regent st, solor : 





Resolutions for Winding-up Voluntarily. 
London Gazette.—Furpay, March 25. 


Coypvurrow Unirep Mines, Lrp. (Reconstruction). 

Rattway Lieutine, Lrp. 

Weexty Proscuications, Lrp. 

Wuire Hatt (Sours Norwoop Hitz), Lrp. 

Rapium Sreet Co, Lrp. 

Leeps Sxatrne Rink Co, Lrp. 

Cuaumvey, Lrp. 

Jewet Goup Mrves, Lrp. 

Henry Woop, Lrp. 

Francis E. Harotp & Co, Lrp. 

L. E. Synproats, Lrp. 

Warcuer Brerqguettine Synprcate, Lrp. 

Brackpoo, Grawp THEATRE AND Opgra House Co, Lrp. 

New Lowca Encineerine Co, Lrp. 

Potesworth Sroneware Pipe Co, Lrp. 

Pactric aNpD Oxvrent Ort Co, Lrp. 

Karrirs ConsottpaTED INVESTMENT AND Lanp Co,¥Ltp. 

Baitisa Sours Arrica Townsarrs, Lrp. 

Satissury BoitpineG anp Estates Co, Lrp. 

SauispuryY anp Disrricts MercHants AND DeveLopment Co, Lrp. 

Wootwics ArgsENAL Foorsatt anp AtHLetic Co, Lrp. 
London Gazette.—Touxspay, March 29, 

Guiosr Sarery Gas Co, Lrp. 

American Eneitse anp Generar Trust, Lrp, 

Scorr Tyre Co, Lrp. 

Somerset Mingrat Synptcats, Lrp. 

Ononan Heap Rivx, Lov. 


The Property Mart. 


Forthcoming Auction Sales. 


April 7.—Messrs. H. E. Fostzr & CranFrecp, at the Mart, at 2: Reversions and Life 
Interests (see advertisement, back page, this week), 

April 7.—Messrs. Stimson & Sons, at the Mart,at 2: Freehold Ground Rents (see 
advertisement, back page, this week). 

April 13.—Messrs. Epwin Fox, BovsrieLtp, Burwetrrs & Bappeey, at the Mart, 
at 2: Freehold Property (see advertisement, back page, this week. 

April 19.—Messrs. Detver, Jonas & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold Property and 
Estate (see advertisement, back page, March 26). 

May 9.—Messrs. Jonzs, Lane & Co., at the Mart, at 2: Freehold investments (see 
advertisements, back page, March 19), 

May.—Messrs. Hotcomssz, Betrs & West: Freehold Estate (see advertisement, back 
page, this week). 











CHAMPION, 


Bankruptcy Notices. 


London Gazette,—Fripay, March 25. 
| Cooprr, 


RECEIVING ORDERS. | 

A.tinson, Jonny, Sturton, Lincs, Manager Lincoln Pet 

Mari10 Ord Mar 23 } 

Ayprew, Joun Epwarp, Cheriton Fitzpaine, Devon, 
Farmer Exeter Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

Asuworta, Jouyx, and Grorar Asnworts, Rawtenstall, 


Wittram Tomas, 


Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 


Mar 22 


Arraur Louis ‘Sucnet, Margate, Dairyman 
Canterbury Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 " 
Cuipsnam, ALBERT Jony, Claypole, Lincs, Builder Notting- 

ham Pet Mar2l Ord Mar 21 


Rochester Pet Mar 22 Or 
Davies, Atrrep James, Hereford, Labourer Hereford 


| Devowatp, Toomas Hewry, Slade Farm, 
Pembroke, Farmer Pembroke Dock Pet Mar 22 Ord 


GotpssporoucH, Georez, Oxford ; Oxford Pet Mar 23 
Ord Mar 23 

Goose, Henry Septimus, Gt Yarmouth, Fruiterer Gt 
Yarmouth Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 

Hive, Bensamin, Leytonstone, Essex, Dyer High Court 
Pet Mar22 Ord Mar 22 

Ittinawortu, Norman, Batley, Yorks, Grocer 
Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 

James, Witu1am, Treharris, Merthyr Tydfil, Caretaker 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 


jun, Chatham, Butcher 
d Mar 22 
Dewsbury 


Manorbier, 


Lancs, Coal Merchants Rochdale Pet Mar 18 Ord | Dixon, Francis, Gateshead, Durham, Grocer Newcastle JENNINGS, ARTUR, Ipswich, Grocer Ipswich Pet Mar 22 
Mar 21 ; on Tyne Pet Mar22 Ord Mar 22’ Mar 22 , ; 

Bapatry, Jasrer Moontatn Carsten, Warlingham, Surrey, | Durrant, WitrreD Hersert, Lowestoft, Electrical | Lamseta, James Hector, Ipswich, Baker Ipswich Pet 
Merchant Tailor Manchester Pet Mar 21 Ord Engineer Great Yarmouth Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 


Fintay, Wituram James 
Barnarp, Wituiam, Chorlton on Medlock, Manchester. { 
Furniture Dealer Manchester Pet Mar 11 (rd | 


Mar 23 | 


Mar 21 | 


Futter, Grorcr ARTHUR, 


wright Stockport Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 


Felixstowe, 
Keeper Ipswich Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 


| Grimsby Pet Mar21 Ord Mar 21 
Baicxwett, CHarces Henry, Levenshulme, Lancs, Wheel- | Goprrey, CHARLES Grorce, Scarborough, Musical Director 
Scarborough Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 


MacponaLbD, Francis FLetouer, Thorneywood, Nottingham, 
Grocer Nottingham Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

Mituer, Jonny, Green Leach, Windle, nr st Helens, Lancs, 
Fruiterer Liverpool Pet Mar22 Ord Mar 22 

Oattvis, Apam, Workington, Cumberland, Hairdresser 
Workington Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 


Boarding House 


Cleethorpes, Barman Gt 











THE LICENSES INSURANCE CORPORATION AND GUARANTEE 
FUND, LIMITED, 


24, 


MOORGATE STREET, LONDpDonm, 
ESTABLISHED IN 1890. 


EXCLUSIVE BUSINESS—LICENSED PROPERTY. 








SPECIALISTS IN ALL LICENSING MATTERS. 


Upwards of 650 Appeals to Quarter sessions have been conducted under the 
direction ana supervision of the Corporation. 





v° Suitable Insurance Clauses for inserting in Leases or Mortgages of Licensed Property, Settled by Counsel, will be sent 


on appiication. 
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Qzuzsop, Rioharp WappinaTon, Cheetham, siiedinten, | 
Cabinet Maker ester Pet Mar 8 Ord Mar wi 

PaBKES, Tuomas, Great Canfield, Fssex, Mechanical 

Engineer Chelmsford Pet Dec2 Ord Mar 21 

Parsons, Puttir, Sturminster Newton, Dorset, Builder 
Dorchester Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 

Puwsory, Harry Watters, East Ham High Court Pet 
Mar19 Ord Mar 19 

Ports, = ba gg enn Stockton on Tees Pet 
Mar 19 Ord Mar 


Reap, dl ptt and Srarrorp Lorp Simmonps, 
a rd, Printers High Court Pet Mar 21 
Ord Mar 2 

Busy, acne, Salford, Pianoforte Dealer Salford 
Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 

Rowpew, Frepesick WILLIAM, _ Kent Canter- 
bury Pet Mar19 Ord Mar 

fictzy, James, Higher Hurdsfi ia nr Maccl 
Macclesfield Pet Mar21 Ord Mar 21 

Suirx, Jonn, Bush In, Cannon st, Dealer in Typewriters 
High Court Pet Mar19 Ord Mar 19 

SorcounG®, Paut, Westbourne ter, Bayswater High Court 
Pet Feb17 Ord Mar 21 

-_—~ James Granam, Great Grimsby, Publican’s 

Manager Great Grimsby Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

SpiINDLFBAUER, Henry, Great Fastern st, Photographer 
High Court wt Feb 25 Ord Mar 21 

Tuwaltes, G Folkestone, [ronmonger 
Pet Mar 5 ona Mar 19 

Took, Jonann Henaicu Caristian, Bradford, Commercial 
Traveller Bradford Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 

Vavenas, Davip, Cross Hands, Llannon, Carmarthen, 
Grocer Carmarthen Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 

Wareey, Cuarues, Ramsgate, Auctioneer Canterbury 
Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 19 

Wuicut, Exrox, Bozeat, an, Farmer North- 
ampton Pet Feb1 ‘Ord Ma 


Amended Notice substituted ia that published in the 
London Gazette of Mar 18: 
, Witt1am Henry, Walsall, Beerhouse Keeper 
alsall Pet Mar 9 Ord Mar 9 


RECEIVING ORDER RESCINDED AND PETITION 
DISMISSED. 


field, Farmer 





Canterbury 


Davis, 
W 


Daake-Brooxmay, Rates Ruenius Evans, Bedford Park, 
Chiswick High Court Pet July 14,1909 Rec Ord Nov 
22,1909 Rescand Dis Mar 18, 1910 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Avsuzap, Josuua, Hyde, Chester, Coal Dealer April 2 
at 11.30 Off Rec, Byrom st, Manchester 

AspwortH, Joun, and Georce Asuworrsn, Rawtenstull, 
Lancs, Coal Merchants April 12 at 11.36 Townhall, 
Rochdale 

Biacksurn, ArTuur, Pontefract, Yorks, Furniture Dealer 
April6at11 Off Rec, 6, Bond ter, Waketield 

Booru, Faanx, Dudley, Worcester, General Dealer 
8at12 Dudley Arms Hotel, Dudley 

Buock, Rosas Criggion Vicarage, Montgomery April 5 
at Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Ln 4 vy Lng West Hartlepool, Solicitor April 
12 at 2.80 Grand Hotel. West Hartle pool 

Coorgr, WiLttiaM TxHomas, jun, Chetheae Butcher April 
llat 3.15 115, High st, Rochester 

Davigs, ALFRED "JAMES, Hereford, Labourer 
at 12.30 2, Offa st, Hereford 

Dickinson, THomas Davip, Oldham, Licensed Victualler 
April 2at11 Off Rec, Greaves st, Oldham 

Dixon, Atrrep CHar.es, Castle Eden, Durham, Window 
—— April 6at 3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunder- 
lan 

Friznp, Witt1am Mark, Chatham, Tailor April 11 at 3 
115, High st, Rochester 

FULLER, Georce ARTHUR, Cleethorpes, Barman April 5 
atll Off Rec, St Mary’s chmbrs, Great Grimsby 

Hargizs, Taomas, Whitland, Carmarthen, Commission 
Agent April 6 at 11 Off Rec, 4,,Queen st, Car- 
marthen 

Hivz, Beryxsamix, Leytonstone, 
Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 


April 


April 2 


Dyer April 8 12 at 





Houtsy, Georckr Sowrersy, Parkgate, Yorks April 5 at 12 
Otf Rec, Figtree In, Sheffield 

Hoyt, a Garston, Lancs, 
lz ff Rec, 35, Victoria st, erpoo! 

mee... NorMAn, Batley, Yorks, Grocer April 5 at 
11 Off Ree, Bank chmbrs, ange st, Dewsbury 

James, Witi1aM, Treharris, Merthyr Tydfil, Caretaker 
April 7 at1l Off Rec, Post Office chmbrs, Taff st, 
Pontypridd 

Jenninas, Anruur, Ipswich,Grocer April l4at 12.30 Off 

ec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Lamperti, JAMES Hector, Ipewich, Baker April 14 at 2 
Off Rec, 36, Princes st, Ipswich 

Lez, James, Winslow, Bueks, Saddler April 6 at 12 Off 
Rec, 1, St Aldate st, Oxford 

Lums, Rosert Ricnarp, Crosland Moor, Huddersfield, 
Manufacturer’s ‘Agent April 4 at {2.15 Huddersfield 
Incorporated Law Society's Room, Imperial Arcade, 
New st, Huddersfield 

Myers, Wixtuay, Spennymoor, Durham, Corn Merchant 
April 8at3 Talbot Hotel, Bishop Auckland 

Owen, Payce Hersert, South Benfleet, Essex, Farmer 
April 6 at 3 Shirehall, Chelmsford 

Puirrs, Joun, King’s Hill, Wednesbury, Baker April 13 
at 12 Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Repman, Tuomas, Cardiff, Horse Dealer April7at3 Off 
Rec, 117, St Mary st, Cardiff 

Roberts, LLEWELYN, Seven Sisters, Glam, Bricklayer 
April 5 atll Off Rec, Government bldgs, St Mary st, 
Swansea 

Treserta, Antonio Maria, Sale, Cheshire, Merchants 
Woollen Buyer April2ati1 Otf Rec, Byrom st, Man 
chester 

Timuk, JonanN Henaeicu Curistian, Bradford, Commercial 
— April 8 at 10.30 Off Rec, 12, Duke st, Brad- 
fo’ 

Watson, Atrrep Joun, Horsley Heath, Tipton, Staffs, 
Grocer April 11 at 12 Off Ree, 1, Priory st, Dudley 

Wesroy, Oxiver Chelmsford, Valuer ‘April 6at2 Shire- 
hall, Chelmeford 


ADJUDICATIONS, 

ABELL, SAMuEL, and ALrrep Brown, Barwell, nr Hinckley, 
Leicester, Boot Manufacturers ‘Leicester Pet Feb 25 
Ord Mar 23 

Anprew, Joun Epwarp, Cheriton, Fitzpaine, 
Farmer Exeter Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

AsnworrTs, Jonny, and George Asnworts, Rawtenshall, 
Lancs, Coal Merchants Rochdale Pet Mar 18 Ord 
Mar 23 

Bapeuey, JaspeR Mountain Cuester, Warlingham, 
Surrey, _ Tailor Manchester Pet Mar 21 
Ord Mar 2 

Buvust, * osardhnd Dona.pson, ete st, Pimlico High 
Court PetJan28 Ord’ Mar 2: 

CuampPion, ARTHUR Louis al Margate, Dairyman 
Canterbury Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 

C.iipsHAM, ALBERT JOHN, ome Lincs, Builder Notting- 
ham Pet Mar21 Ord Mar 2 

Coorern, Witiiam Tuomas, a. Chatham, 
Rochester Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

Crop.iey, Feascis Husert, Leatherhead, Builder Croydon 
Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 23 


A nm uma April 5 at 


Devon, 


Butcher 


Davigs, AtrakD James, Hereford, Labourer Hereford 
Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 
DevonaLp, Tuomas Hewnagy, Slade Farm, Manorbier, 


Pembroke, Shipwright Pembroke Dock Pet Mar 22 
Ord Mar 22 

Dixon, Feancis, Gateshead, Grocer Newcastle on Tyne 
Pet Mar 22 ‘Ord Mar 22 

Dureant, Witrerp Hereert, Lowestoft, Electrical 
Engineer Great Yarmouth Pet Mar 2i Ord Mar 21 

Epwakrpbs, Artaus, Kington, Hereford Leominster Pet 
Feb3 Ord Mar 18 

Fincay, Wictiram James, Felixstowe, peeing House 
Keeper Ipswich Pet ‘Mar 23 Ord Mar 


Futter, Grorert Arruur, Cleethorpes, il G.eat 
Grimspy Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 
GILLorT, m1u1AM Liyeieip, Coleman rd, Camberwell, 





Slate Merchant High Court Pet Mar 17 Ord Mar 22 





200tb Wear. 


The Oldest Insurance Office in the 


World. 









































40, 


Law Courts Branch : 
A. W. COUSINS, Distriet Manager. 


SUN 


FIRE OFFICE 


FOUNDED 1710, 





Heap Orrice: 
63, THREADNEEDLE ST., E.C, 


Insurances effected on the following risks :— 


FIRE DAMAGE. 


RESULTANT LOSS OF RENT AND PROFITS. 
EMPLOYERS’ LIABILITY and 
WORKMEN’S COMPENSATION, 

including ACCIDENTS TO 

DOMESTIC SERVANTS. 


PERSONAL ACCIDENT, 
SICKNESS and DISEASE, 
BURGLARY, 

PLATE GLASS 


CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 





FIDELITY 


GUARANTEE. 





The BONDS of the SUN INSUIRANCE OFFICE 


are accepted by the 


various Divisions of the High Courts of Justice in England and Ireland 


and the Supreme Courts of Scotlamd, the Masters in Lunacy, 
Trade, and all Departments of His Majesty's Government. 


Board of 








Goprary, Caar.es Groner, Scarborough, Musical Director 
Scarborough Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 
Goost, Henry Septimus, Great Yarmouth, Fruiterer 
Great Yarmouth Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 
Gorr, Mary, Westbury on Trym, Bristol Bristol Pet 
Feb22 Ord Mar 21 
a BENJAMIN, rcs Dyer High Court Pet Mar 
Ord Mar 2: 
me... | ma, Yorks, Grocer Dewsbury 
Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar 23 
James, Wi.iiam, Treharris, Merthyr =e Caretaker 
Merthyr Tydfil Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 2% 
Jenninas, Antuur, Ipswich, Grocer Home g Pet Mar 22 
Ord Mar 22 
LaMBetH, JAMES Booren, Ipswich, Baker Ipswich Pet 
Mar 21 Ord Mar 2 
Lanpsperc, Henry co Watling st, cons Merchant 
High Court Pet Feb 25 Ord Mar 2 
Lerwitt, Percy Watrtse, and © dled Tuomas CLamp, 
bourne, _— Eastbourne and Lewes Pet Mar 
7 Ord Mar 2 
Louis, Victor, Greenodd, nur ke ge Builder Barrow 
in Furness Pet Oct 13 Ord Mar 
Macponatp, Francis F.LEetcuEr, a Notting- 
ham, Grocer Nottingham Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 
MILLER, *Jouy, Green Leach, Windle, nr St Helens, Lancs, 
Fruiterer Liverpool Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 
Oaitvir, Apam, Workington, Cumberland, Hairdresser 
Cockermouth Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 
Parsons, Pair, Sturminster ry Dorset, Builder 
rchester Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 2 
Pivsory, Harry Water, East Ham, a High Court 
Pet Mar 19 Ord Mar 19 
Ports, Joan Witu1am, Darlington Stockton on Tees Pet 
Mar19 Ord Mar 19 
Reap, Epwin ALoegnoy, and Starrorp Logp Simmonps, 
Blackfriars rd, Printers High Court Pet Mar 21 
Ord Mar 21 
Epmonpson, Salford, Lancs, 
Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 
Siavry, James, Higher Hurdsfield, nr Macclesfield, Farmer 
Macclesfield Pet Mar2l Ord Mar 21 
Sairx, Jonny, Bush In, Cannon st, 
High Court Pet Mari19 Ord 
Spence, James Grauam, Gt Grimsby, Publican’ 8s Manager 
Gt Grimsby Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 
Srern, AkmanD, Lisle st, Leicester a. ace Merchant 
High Court Pet Feb 25 Ord M 
Srrincer, Ricnasp Tuomas, Gann, Rope Manu- 
facturer Wolverhampton Pet Mar4 Ord Mar 23 
Surron, WittiaM, Fish st hill, Fish Salesman High Court 
Pet Mar 18 Ord Mar 21 
Tuuriow, Lorp Bruce, Tuomas Joun Hovett Tavatow 
Cummine, Egerton cres, Brompton High Court Pet 
Oct 19 Ord Mar 21 
Timme, Jouany Hennicu Canistian, Bradford, Commercial 
Traveller Bradford Pet Mar 21 Ord Mar 21 
Vaueuay, Daviv, Cross Hands, Liannon, Curmarthen, 
Grocer Carmarthen Pet Mar 23 Ord Mar 23 
Amended Notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of Mar 18 : 
one, Wiviiam, and Francis Joan Hitt, Wolverhamp- 
oal Merchants Wolverhampton Pet Mar 10 
Ord Mar 15 


ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED gd RECEIVING 
ORDERS RESCIND 
Micixr, Eatty Aongs, Tunbridge wells ‘High Court Rec 
Ord Sept 16,1903 Adjud Noy 4, 1903 Rese and Annul 
Mar 23, 1910 
Epvwarps, Daviv, Trefechan, Aberystwyth, Builder 
Aberystwyth ‘Pet Mar 17, 1909 Rec Ord Mar 30, 1909 
Adjud April 5, 1969 Resc ‘and Annul Mar 16, 1910 


London Gazette.—Tuxspay, March 29 


RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Barpixr, CHartes Henny, Ringwood, Southampton, 
Cabingt Maker Salisbury Pet Mar24 Ord Mar 24 
Haswe.it, Epwakrp, Nuneaton, — Bootmaker 
Coventry Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 2 

Lonemore, JosepH, Wednesbury, Santon’, Furnaceman 
Walsall Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

Pike, Joun, and Sipvey Pike, Easterton, Wilts, Wheel- 
wrights Bath Pet Mar24 Ord Mar 24 

Reapina, Samugt, Bloxwich, Stafford, Grocer Walsall 
Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 

Rous, BersHarp Heiniicu, Macclesfield st, eaeiany 
av Wanasworth Pet Feb 24 U:d Mar 2 

Torsam, Marcaret, Buroley, Baker Burnley 
Ord Mar 24 

Wiceat, Jonny, Newcastle on Tyne, Grocer 
Tyne Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 24 

Woop, Margaret, Tenby, Pembroke, Lodging-house 
Keeper Pembroke Dock Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 24 


FIRST MEETINGS. 

Anprew, Jonn Epwakv, Cheriton ig ae Devon, 
Farmer April 7 at 11 Off Rec, 9, Bedford circus, 
Exeter 

Dinspace, Ricuarp, Great Asby, nr Appleby, Westmorland, 
Grocer April7at3 Off Rec, 16, Cornwallis st, Barrow 
in Furness 

Dovurawaitr, Tuomas Jackson, Field Head Farm, nor 
Hawkshead, Lancs, Farmer April7 at 2.30 Off Rec, 
16, Cornwallis sv, Barrow io Furness 

Duanayt, Witreep Hexsert, Lowestoft, Electrical 

neers Apnl6éat12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Forp, Ex1za Karte, Blandford, Dorset, Draper April 6 at 
12.30 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

Forp, SIDNEY, Blandford, Dorset Taxidermist April 6 at 
12.15 Off Ree, Cit chmbrs, Catherine st, Salisbury 

GARDNER, Lronanp osgrH, Kinoulton, Notts, ,™ 
April7 at 11 Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Gopragy, CHARLES Gronce, Scarborough, Musical Director 
A 7at 4,30 Off ’ Rec, 48, Westborough, Scar- 


Pianoforte Dealer 


—<-y in Typewriters 


Pet Mar 24 


Newcastle on 


boro: 


Goosz, Henry Septimus, Great Yarmouth, Fruiterer 


April 6 at 12.80 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
McDonatp, Feancis Fiercars, Thorneywood, Notting- 
,Grocer April7 at1l Off Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park 
st, Nottingham 
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Mixxer, Joux, Windle, nr 8t Helens, Stone Mason April 
at 11 Off Rec, 35, Victoria st, Liverpool 

Parsons, Puitirp, Sturminster Newton, Dorset, Builder 
April 6 at 12.45 Off Rec, City chmbrs, Catherine st, 
Salisbury 

Ports, Jonx Wit1iam, Darlington April 6 at 11,30 Off 
Ree, Court chmbrs, Albert rd, Middleabrough 

Rower, Wittiam Henry, Pickering, Yorks April 7 at 4 
Off Rec, 48, Westborough, Scarborough 


Spence, James Granam, Gt Grimsbv, Publican’s M anager | 


April 7 at 10 Off Rec, 8t Mary’s chmbrs, Gt Grimsby 
Wrww1att, Coartotte Horroy, Charlton Kings, Chelten- 
ham April 9 at 3.15 County Court bldgs, Chelten- 
ham 
ADJUDICATIONS. 
Barwie, Cuaries Henry, Ringwood, Southampton, Cabinet 
Maker Salisbury Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 24 
Haswett, Epwarp, Nuneaton, Warwick, 
Coventry Pet Mar 24 Ord Mar 24 
Lonomorx, Joserpu, Wednesbury, Furnaceman Walsall 
Pet Mar 22 Ord Mar 22 
Rerapixe, Samuer, Bloxwich, Grocer 
Ord Mar 22 
Rowben, Freperick Witriam, Whitstable, Kent 
bury Pet Mar19 Mar Ord 22 
Tawaitrs, Grorce Harorp, Folkestone, Ironmonger 
Canterbury Pet Mar 5 Ord Mar 22 
Tornam, Marcaret, Burnley, Baker Burnley Pet Mar 24 
Ord Mar 24 


BRAND’S 
ESSENCE 


BEEF, 


ALSO OF 


CHICKEN, MUTTON, and VEAL, 


INVALIDS. 


Price Lists of Invalid Preparations free on 
application to 


BRAND & CO.. Ltd.. MAYFAIR, W. 


BUNTINGFORD RETREAT AND 


SANATORIUM. 

FOR CENTLEMEN SUFFERING FROM INEBRIETY OR 
ABUSE OF DRUCS. 
Privately or under the Inebriates Actes, 

Two Resident Physicians. 

Termes, 2 to 3 Quineas. 
Telephone : P.O. 8, Buntingford, Telegraphic Address: 

‘‘RESIDENT, BUNTING FORD,” 


INEBRIETY. 


MELBOURNE HOUSE, LEICESTER. 
PRIVATE HOME FOR LADIES, 

Medical Attendant: ROBERT SEVESTRE, M.A. 
M.D. (Camb.). Principal: H. M. RULEY, Assoc. Soc- 
Study of Inebriety. Thirty years’ Experience. Excellent 

and Medical References. For terms and particulars 
apply Miss RILEY, or the Principal. 

+ TRLEGRAPHIO AppREss: “ MEDICAL, LEICESTER.” 


Bootmaker 


Walsall Pet Mar 22 


Canter- 














std 
a Wire: Evanoplis, London. 


W. EVANS & CO. 
287, REGENT STREET, 
LONDON, W. 


(Few yards from 
Oxford Circus), 


&& 
77, CT. PORTLAND ST., 
LONDON, W. 


(Adjoining Queen's Hall) 
DRESS SUITS from § Gns, 
LOUNCE SUITS .3 » 
KNICKERBOCKERS ,, 1 
** TRUTH” says: “* Our 


latest discovery in tailoring 
is W. Evans & Co., who can 
actually fit.” 


Phone: 327 Mayfair. 


Gn. 





Our steadily increasing 

trade with members of the 

Legal Profession for many 

years past is, we think, a 

Guarantee for the excel- 

a lence of our Fit and 

7 . Workmanship. 








Sull a 





4 mile from Station, G.E.R. | 





| missioners of His Majesty’s Treasury 








LUlustrated Booklet for 1909 on Men's Dress, Post Free. 


_-—— 





ABRIDGED PROSPECTUS. 


NEW ZEALAND GOVERNMENT 


£3 10s. per cent, 
FIVE YEARS CONVERTIBLE DEBENTURES. 
Repayable at par on the ist APRIL, 1915. 


ISSUE OF £1,850,000. 


Authorised bv the Finance Act, 1909, the Aid to Public 
Works and Land Settlement Act, 1909, and the New 
Zealand Loans Act, 1908. 


First Coupon, magoneenains three months’ interest, 
payable on the Ist JULY, 1910. 


PRICE OF ISSUE £98 10s. PER CENT. 


Applicants who sign the undertaking at the foot of the 
Application Form to convert their Allotments, as soon as 
they are fully paid, into New Zealand Government 34% 
Inscribed Stock, on the terms of this Prospectus, wiil 
rece.ve preferential consideration. Those who pay up in 
ud convert their allotments on, or before, the 1st June 
1910. will receive a Juli sit months’ interest on the Stock 
on the Ist July, 1910, surrendering the Coupon due that day, 


Trustees may invest in New Zealand Government 34 
Inscribed Stock, unless expressly forbidden in the instru- 
ment creating the Trust. 


THE GOVERNOR AND COMPANY oF THE BANK OF 
ENGLAND are aut.orized by the Agents appointed for 
raising and managing Loans under the above Acts (The 
H n. WILLIAM HALL-JONES and CHARLES WRAY PAL- 
LISER Esq.), to receive applications for £1,850,000 New 
Zealand Government 34} % Debentures, bearing interest 
at 34 per cent. 

The Debe:tures, which will be in denominations of 
£1,000, £500, and €100, will be payable to bearer, and will 
be redeemable at par, at the Bank of England, en the 
lst April, 1916; but holders will have the option of 
converting their Debentures into New ealand 
Government 3) per cent. Inscribed Stock on the terms 
hereinafter set forth. 

the interest will be paid by coupon half-yearly, at the 
Bank of Engiand, on the lst January and the Ist July, the 
firat eoupon, representing three months’ interest, being 


due on the Ist July, 1919. 


Applications. which must be accompanied by a 


deposit of £5 per cent., will be received at the Chief 
| Cashier’s Office, Bank of England. 


The dates on which the further payments will be 


| required are as follows :— 


2s 10s. per cent. on Thursday, 
per cent. on Wednerday, the llth May, 1910; 
per cent. on Wednesday, the 8th June, 1910. 

The instalments may be paid in full on, o1 after, the 
14th April, 1910, under discount at the rate of 234 per cent. 
per annum. In case of default in the payment of any 
instalment at its proper date, the deposits and instal- 


the 14th April, 1910 ; 


£ 
£30 
£35 


| ments previously paid will be liable to torfeiture. 


Applications must be made on the printed forms which 
may be obtained at the Bank of England, or at any of the 
Branches of that Bank ; of Messrs. Mullens, Marshal! and 
Co., 18, George Street, Mansion House, E.C. ; at the Bank 
of New Zealand, 1, Queen Victoria Street, London, E.C. ; 
of Messrs. J. & A. Scrimgeour, Hatton Court, Threadneedle 
Street, E.C.; or of the High Commissioner for New 
Zealand, 13, Victoria Street, 8.W. Copies of a Statement 
showing the condition and prospects of the Dominion may 
also be obtained of any of the foregoing. 

The List will be closed on, or before, Wednesday, the 
6th April, 1910. 
TERMS OF CONVERSION OF DEBENTURES 
INTO STOCK, 

Holders of the above-named Scrip or Debentures may, 
at their option, convert their holdings into New Zealand 
Government 34 per cent. Inscribed Stock, at the rate of 
£102 of stock for every £100 of Scrip or Debentures, at 
any time prior to the Ist April, 1914, on surrender of the 
Serip Certificates or Debentures. 

Stock created in exchange for Scrip and Debentures will 
be in addition to, and will rank pari passu with, the New 
Zealand Government 34 per cent. Stock, 1940, already 
existing. 

By the Act 40 & 41 Vict. Ch. 52, the Revenues of the 
Dominion of New Zealand alone are liable in respect of 
the Stock and the Dividends thereon, and the Consoli- 
dated Fund of the United Kingdom and the Com- 
are not directly, 
or indirectly, liable or responsible for the payment of 
the Stock or of the Dividends thereon, or for any matter 
relating thereto. 

BANK OF ENGLAND, 

31st March, 1910. 





Treatment of INEGRIETY. 
DALRYMPLE HOUSE. 


RICKMANSWORTH, HERTS. 
For Gentlemen under the Act and privately. 
For Terms, &c., a Ply to 
¥ . D. HOGG, M.R.C.8., &c., 


Medieal Superintendent. 
Telephone: P.O. 16, KiocmansworTs, 





CHARITIES, &o. 





THE CHURCH ARMY 


Earnestly asks Aid for its Extensive Work 
(Social and Evangelistic) on behalf of the 


OUTCAST AND DISTRESSED. 


120 LABOUR HOMES and similar institu. 

tions for reclamation of criminals, loafers, 

and social wreekage generally, male and 
female. 


YOUTHS’ HOMES. FARM COLONY. 


Numerous Probation Officers under Proba- 

tion of Offenders Act. FUNDS, Old 

Clothes, and Firewood Orders (3s. 6d. per 

100 bundles) urgently required. Also offers 
of VOLUNTARY SERVICE. 


LEGACIES EARNESTLY REQUESTED. 

Cheques, crossed ‘‘ Barclays’, a/e Church 
Army,’ to PREBENDARY CARLILE, Hon. 
Chief Secretary, or Mr. W. F. HAMILTON, 
K.C., Hon. Treasurer, Headquarters, 55, 
Bryanston Street, Marble Arch, London,W, 














NATIONAL 


ORPHAN HOME, 
HAM COMMON, SURREY. 


Under the Patronage of H.R.H. the Duchess of 
Albany and H.R.H. Princess Christian. 
President: 

His GRACE THE DUKE OF PORTLAND, K.G. 
Chairman : 

Str THOMAS SKEWEsS Cox, J.P. 
FOUNDED 1849. 

For Orphan Girls, who are received without 
distinction of religion, and trained for domestic 


service. 
LEGACIES 
DONATIONS AND SUBSCRIPTIONS ARE MUCH NEEDED. 


Bankers: Lloyd’s Bank, 16, St. James’ Street, S.W. 
Secretary : The Orphanage, Ham Common, Surrey. 











THE EAST LONDON CHURCH FUND. 


PRESIDENTS : 
THE BISHOPS OF ISLINGTON and STEPNEY- 
The object of this Fund is to bring more 
Christian Workers into East London, 
which has a working-class population of over two 
millions. It now helps to maintain 
223 Lay and 
196 Clerical Agents, 
and earnestly solicits help by 
Subscription or Donation 
and Legacy. 


Secretary : Rev. H. A. E. STAN DFAST, M.A. 
Office: 70, Hamilton House, Bishopsgate, E.C. 


ST. JOHN’S HOSPITAL 


FOR DISEASES OF THE SKIN (Incorporated). 








LEICESTER SQUARE, W.C., 
and UXBRIDGE ROAD, W. 


Patroness: H.R.H. THE PRINCESS OF WALES, 
President: THE EARL OF CHESTERFIELD. 
Treasurer: GUY PYM, Esq. 


Number of patients weekly, 800. 
Help in Legacies and Donations 


towards the Purchase of Freehold 
would be gratefully acknowledged. 


£7,500 required. 


Secretary-Superintendent, GEO. A. ARNAUDIN. 


‘T. MARK’S HOSPITAL FOR CANCER, 
Ss FISTULA, and other DISEASES of the REOTUM, 
City-road, E.O. 

HELP URGENTLY NEEDED. 
A. W. SOWDEN, Secretary. 
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